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CURRENT TOPICS, 


WE ane Gia to learn that Mr. Registrar Koz, who had a severe 
accident about the commencement of the present sittings, is in 
a fair way of recovery. 


Mr. Justice Nortn, who has been a good deal exercised by the 
unpreparedness of many of the parties in the transferred actions to 
which we referred last week, has given instructions to the Cause 
Clerks that no action shall be marked by consent of parties to 
stand out of the list; consequently, where this is desired, applica- 
tion must be made to the Jearned judge. We understand that some 
of the transferred actions were actually placed in Mr. Justice 
Norrn’s paper before the solicitors had heard of the order of trans- 
fer. No one appeared, and the cases were struck out, necessitating 
applications to restore them. Surely there is something wrong in 
the way in which this last transfer has been sprung uyon the 
profession. 


WE ossERVF, with some little surprise, that in not a few cases 
Saturday has been fixed as a polling day at the General Election. 
This will bring into operation the curious provision in relation to 
Jews contained in rule 26 of the 1st schedule of the Ballot Act. 
By this rule ‘‘the presiding officer, on the application of any voter 
who is incapacitated by blindness, . or (if the poll is 
taken on Saturday) of any voter who declares that he is of the 
Jewish persuasion, and objects on religious grounds to vote in 
manner prescribed by this Act [7.¢., to make a mark], shall cause the 
vote of such voter to be marked on a ballot paper in manner 
directed by such voter, and the ballot paper to be placed in the 
ballot-box, and the name and number on the register of voters of 
every voter whose vote is marked in pursuance of this rule, and 
the reason why it is so marked, shall be entered on a list, in this 
Act called ‘ the list of votes marked by the presiding officer.’”” By 
rule 29 such list of votes marked by the presiding officer is to be 
made up in a separate packet, containing a statement of the number 
of voters whose votes are so marked under the heads of (inter alios) 
“Jews.” These peculiar provisions of the Ballot Act which affect 
the Jewish voter were inserted in the House of Commons in 
Committee on the motion of Mr. Crawrorp, the member for the 
City of London, who stated that the Jewish religion prohibits 
writing by Jews on Saturdays, but allows dictation on that day. 
It appears that the mere verbal statement by the voter to the 
presiding officer that he is a person of the Jewish persuasion will be 
sufficient, and that no declaration is required, as in the case of 
persons unable to read, unless, indeed, the improbable combination 
of a Jew illiterate should occur. 





A ramitrar and a favourite figure has been removed from 
Lincoln’s-inn by the sudden death of Mr. Joszrn Beaumont. 
Everyone knew, and everyone liked, that sturdy little frame and 
that slow and cautious step, which was apparently always disputing 
with every stone on the road whether it had a right to be there. Mr. 
Beaumont was, indeed, acuriousand an admirable mixture of qualities. 
He was the best of fighters, and yet the kindliest of men. When he 
was Chief Justice of British Guiana, he engaged in single combat with 
the executive government, the press, and the influential inhabit- 
ants; yet, when he ceased to hold that office, he had presented to 
him an address testifying that ‘‘all classes of our community have 
been under the deepest obligations to you for the inestimable moral 
support which, during your incumbency of the office of Chief 





Justice, your pure, lofty, and righteous administration of the law 
has conferred on our local executive government.” Quite un- 
daunted by his Guiana experiences, Mr. Braumonr resumed 
his practice at Lincoln’s-inn, where his ability speedily brought 
him into prominence. The general testimony of his col- 
leagues will bear us out when we say that hardly any man in 
considerable practice did his work better. He was careful, per- 
sistent, and alert; his mind worked like the “ devil” of a cotton 
mill, shaking out the dust and tearing out the fibres of a case, to be 
subsequently woven into a logical fabric. The judges liked and 
respected him, and perhaps a little feared his courage and per- 
sistency. Many insidious suggestions were made by his brethren 
that he ought to apply for “silk” and go into a certain court, 
where neither bar nor solicitors are always treated with the 
most consummate courtesy. It was supposed that nothing could 
resist a ‘‘ silk’? Beaumont. But he had had enough for one lifetime 
of personal controversy, and never lent an ear to the learned 
deceivers. He was always popular with his colleagues at the bar, 
and the uplifting of that strange raven-like voice was generally 
the signal for an interested assembly. When the bar met to form 
its ‘‘ committee,” Mr. Beaumont, as usual, had his views; and, as 
usual, did not fail to let them be heard; and his brethren testified 
their warm admiration for him by adding him to the Provisional 
Committee, and by subsequently electing him to serve on the Bar 
Committee, we believe near the head of the poll. When the news 
of his sudden death reached Lincoln’s-inn there was a feeling of 
general dismay and regret. At last the sturdy old combatant had 
met an adversary who could not be thrown; nevertheless the 
conviction remained that nothing but grim Death could have 
vanquished him. 





In ANOTHER COLUMN we print the evidence given by Mr. R. P. 
Harprxe, the Chief Official Receiver in Bankruptcy, before the 
Royal Commissioners to inquire into the depression of trade 
and industry, upon the subject of private arrangements, which, 
we think, will be perused by our readers with considerable 
interest. Unlike the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, who 
laboured so hard in his report on the working of the Bankruptcy 
Act to prove that private arrangements have not ‘‘ materially in- 
creased in number since the passing of the new Act,” Mr. Haxprve 
is to be congratulated upon the candour with which he acknowledges 
the fact which is patent to everyone interested in matters of the 
kind. It is not by ignoring the existence of this fact that a remedy 
for any evils which may result from it is to be found, and Mr. 
Harprve boldly proposes that legislative sanction should be given 
to such arrangements by registration. He thinks that “there 
should be provisions for the registration of all such deeds, of the 
statement of affairs, causes of the failure, and of the dividends 
paid, and also provision for the audit of the trustee’s accounts.” 
Now, we are quite of opinion that all these things are very desir- 
able to be brought about, and have advocated them in these columns, 
but we also think that a simple measure to enforce registration of 
private arrangements, without some compensating provision in the 
shape of binding small minorities of non-assenting creditors, will 
prove unsatisfactory to the trading community at large. We do 
not suggest that an absolute power of binding creditors who may 
have a reasonable objection to the proposal should be given to any 
majority, however large, such as was contained in the Act of 
1861; we only desire to reach that class of creditors who hold out 
most unreasonably in the hope of getting better terms than the 
bulk of the creditors. It would not, we think, be difficult to frame a 
provision which would protect minorities, however small, acting 
bond fide in their objections, by giving them a right to attend on 
registration and urge any objection which they might entertain 
thereto, and laying down certain rules which should regulate the 
decisions of the courts in such cases. But as the question now 
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stands it is inevery way most unsatisfactory, and we hope that our 
new legislators will turn their attention to it without delay. 





Ir was DEcIDED as long ago as 1807 that, in an action by holder 
against acceptor of a bill of exchange, a plea of tender after the 
day on which the bill became due is bad, though the tender be 
made before action brought. This was decided by the Court of 
King’s Bench in the case of Hume v. Peploe (8 East, 168), which 
has been followed in Poole v. Tunbridge (2 M. & W. 223) and 
Dobie v. Larkan (10 Ex. 776) in the Court of Exchequer. The 
ground upon which the courts have acted is that a plea of tender 
is applicable only to cases where the party pleading it has not 
been guilty of any breach of contract, and that the contract of the 
acceptor is to pay on the precise day when the bill becomes due, 
and therefore non-payment on that day is a breach. The question 
does not seem to have come before a court of appeal for decision, 
but in the case of Grimwade v. Arnott, in the Court of Appeal on 
the 19th of November, the point arose, though it was not decided, 
as the case was disposed of on a different ground. However, the 
Master of the Rolls remarked that the court were not prepared to 
overrule Hume v. Peploe and the other cases on this point. It 
may seem somewhat technical not to allow a plea of tender where 
the acceptor of a bill has actually tendered the sum due to the 
holder after the day on which the bill became due, but before 
action brought; but it becomes more a matter of form than any- 
thing else under the Rules of the Supreme Court, as in such a 
case the defendant’s proper remedy would be to pay the money 
into court as soon as he was served with the writ, and apply to 
have the plaintiff deprived of costs, or even for an order that the 
plaintiff should pay the defendant’s costs. 





Tue question has arisen whether the Ballot Act is effectual to 
maintain secrecy of voting. That it is absolutely effectual for this 
purpose if only the elector himself proceeds according to law, we 
have no doubt whatever. There has sprung up, however, a 
practice of tracking the elector at and from his home, to, at, and 
after the poll, which, if the elector lends himself to it, must go far 
to neutralize the purpose of the Act. The elector is first asked to 
declare his intention of voting for a particular candidate. He is 
next furnished with a polling-card giving his number on the 
register, and requesting him, after voting, to give the card to the 
agent of the candidate. Finally, immediately after recording his 
vote, he sees the agent of the candidate (perhaps the very person 
who canvassed him in the first instance) waiting for the polling- 
ecard. The practice is surely contrary to the spirit of the Act. 
But is it also contrary to its letter? The answer to this question 
must depend upon the construction to be put upon section 4 of the 
Act. By this section “‘ every officer, clerk, and agent in attendance 
ata polling-station shall maintain and aid in maintaining the 
seerecy of the voting in such station,and shall not communicate 
except for some purpose authorized by law, before the poll is closed, 
to any person any information as to the name or number on the 
register of voters of any elector who has or has not applied for a 
ballot paper, or voted at that station.” If the agent of the 
candidate who takes the polling-card from the hand of the voter 
immediately after the vote has been given is “in attendance at a 


not such as to aid in maintaining secrecy. But the “agents” 
referred to are clearly the agents mentioned in rule 21 of Schedule 
L. as entitled to be inside the polling-station, and in the case of an 
agent not entering the polling-station, the practice appears to be 
quite legal. 


Comics mirvicestivs may arise at the present General Elec- 
tion in connection with duplicate entries on the register. The 
ton Acts (see section 2%, sub-section 14, of the Act of 

1878, and section 4, sub-section 9, of the Act of 1685) contain 
elaborate provisions for replacing duplicate entries by « single one, 
to the intent that the same clector may be entered on the register 
onee and once only. But those Acts contain no express provision 


for nullifying a whe if twice given; and the Ballot Act, ». 7, 
The 24th section of the Ballot 


makes the register conclusive. 


Act, however, comes to the rescue by a forced definition of 
‘‘personation.” Ordinarily speaking, no man can personate him. 
self, but for election purposes this feat can be achieved, 
The definition provided by section 24 is that ‘‘a person shall 
’ be deemed to be guilty of the offence of personation 
who . . . applies for a ballot-paper in the name of some 
other verson, whether that name be that of a person living or dead, 
or of a fictitious person, or who, having voted once at any such 
election, applies at the same election for a ballot-paper in his own 
name.” The second vote of such a person could, of course, be 
struck off on a scrutiny, and, under section 86 of the Registration 
Act, 1843, he may be apprehended on the spot, and, under section 
6, sub-section 2, of the Corrupt Practices Act, 1883, he ‘‘ shall be 
guilty of felony,” and, on conviction thereof, “shall be punished 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, together with 
hard labour.” 








POSSESSION OF TITLE DEEDS. 


We have already made some remarks with reference to the case of 
Lloyds’ Banking Company v. Jones (33 W. R. 781, L. R. 29 Ch. D. 
221), so far as it relates to the question of notice of a marriage 
being notice of a settlement made on the marriage (see 29 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL, 549), and we there said we might not improbably offer 
some further remarks upon the case on a future occasion ; this we 
now proceed to do. 

The facts of the case were shortly these :—A man deposited with 
the plaintiffs the title deeds of some leasehold houses, with a 
memorandum by him of the deposit, thus creating an equitable 
mortgage, for securing any overdraft of his wife’s current account. 
He died, having by his will left all his property to his wife 
absolutely, and appointed her executrix. The deeds remained 
with the plaintiffs, and the widow received credit on their 
security. She married again, having previously, in contemplation 
of the marriage, made an assignment, with the assent of the 
intended husband, of the leaseholds to the defendant Jones, in 
trust for her separate use for life, and after her death in trust for 
an infant son of her first marriage absolutely. The trustee made 
no inquiry at the time about the title deeds, and no notice of the 
settlement was given to the plaintiffs. Shortly after the marriage 
the husband and wife informed the plaintiffs’ manager of their 
marriage, and, at the request of the husband and wife, the balance 
standing to the credit of the wife was transferred to a new account 
opened in the husband’s name. A few months afterwards, the 
husband having overdrawn his account, the plaintiffs asked to see 
a copy of the first husband’s will, and, having seen the probate 
and consulted their solicitors, they obtained from the husband and 
wife a new memorandum of deposit, making the deeds (which had 
all along remained in the plaintiffs’ hands) a continuing security 





' 


for any overdraft by the husband. Three months later the wife 


|died, the husband’s account being then in credit, but it was 


afterwards overdrawn. After the wife’s death, the husband 
continued to reside in one of the leasehold houses, and received the 


| rents of the others, the wife’s son by her first husband (who was 





still an infant) living with, and being maintained by, him. Some 
years after the wife’s death certain rumours caused the trustee to 


| make inquiries about the deeds, he having, up to this time, 
| believed them to be in the custody of the solicitor who prepared 


polling-station,” this section would be infringed, for his action is | the settlement, and having ascertained where they were, he gave 


notice of the settlement to the plaintiffs, in whose favour a balance 
was then owing upon the security of the deposit, and claimed the 
deeds from them. The plaintiffs insisted on the priority of their 
charge, and brought an action against the trustee and the infant 
son, Claiming a declaration that they were entitled to a valid 
equitable mortgage, and asking for foreclosure or sale. The 
husband had filed a liquidation petition. The case was decided in 
favour of the plaintiffs. ° 

The judgment delivered does not state, we think, so clearly as 
could be wished the precise grounds in point of law or oquity 
upon which it is ool We gather, however, that Pearson, J., 
held that it was the duty of the trustee when the settlement was 
executed to have made inquiry after the deeds relating to the 
property settled; that his not having done so enabled the 
plaintiffs to be drawn in to give credit upon the security of the 
deeds deposited with them without notice of the settlement, and, 
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LIGHT LEGAL LITERATURE. 


THE great work promised so long ago by the Council of Law Report- 
ing, and awaited by the profession with so much eager interest, has 
at length appeared. Its preparation has occupied more than three 

ears, and - a that laptinnet period quite a little army of 
earned sappers and miners has been at work. The operations have, 
we are told, been conducted under the ‘‘ special supervision” of Mr. 
Joseph Brown, Q.C.; the general in command, Mr, Alexander 
Pulling, jun., has had the assistance, as staff officers, of two learned 
members of the Chancery bar; and the rank and file, in the shape of 
a ‘‘staff of clerks,” have toiled and sweated among the dusty out- 
works of the London Gazette. Mr. Pulling modestly tells us little of 
the skilfully-devised preparations for assault; but it is enough for us 
to know that a breach was soon effected; the Gazette was sacked, 
and we have now before us the rich spoil collected by the victorious 


army. 

But that we were afraid of impairing the above (as we flatter our- 
selves) rather neat tribute of admiration, we should have said that a 
part only of the (fazette has been sacked, and a part only of the 
contents extracted. To be severely accurate, we should explain, in 
the first place, that the present volume covers only the Gazettes 
between 1830 and 1883. We trust that no one will be unreasonable 
enough to waft more than this as a first instalment. If we may be 
permitted to change the metaphor, we should say that the concen- 
trated essence of over fifty years’ (azettes, representing the contents 
of ‘‘ 108 semi-annual indices,” ought to be enough to satisfy for the 
present the very strongest maw. We cannot but feel, however, that, 
after two or three years, even the choice food already provided may 
begin to pall on the appetite; there may arise in the profession a 
demand for ‘‘ more Gazette,” and unless the Council of Law Report- 
ing is ready then with a fresh supply, very just aie spon will be 
felt. The raw material exists to a practically limitless extent, and 
unless the Council of Law Reporting keep their staff at work, they 
are likely to incur a serious responsibility. 

The same severe regard for accuracy also compels us to state that 
even the whole contents of the fifty years’ (fazettes have not been 
rifled. The index now given refers only to ‘‘the Orders, Proclama- 
tions or Regulations made by the Sovereign in Council, and the 
various Government Departments,” and ‘‘the other matters of 
importance which have been published in the London Gazette” 
between the years above named. The lists of creditors under estates 
in chancery, of creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 36, of winding-up 
notices, and of dissolutions of partnerships, are not referred to. 

are, as we learn from the title-page, ‘“‘ notices of a purely 
personal and temporary character.”” We bow to the decision of the 
Council in this matter, yet a sigh involuntarily escapes us as we think 
of the delight of turning over thirty or forty of ‘‘ SMITH, JNO. 
(April 8, 1881)” or Jones, Wr. (Mar. 19, 1880).” 
mention of these (somewhat abbreviated) delights—which are, 
alas, to be foregone—reminds us that the present volume is not only 
remurkable as a work of gigantic industry, but, being a book 
intended for the learned, is naturally written in a peculiar language. 
A caution is necessary to the reader who turns to it without previous 
experience in the unknown tongue often used by the editors. A 
reader unversed in this would be Tea into exceedingly grave mistakes, 
and, with all our appreciation of the work, we are compelled to 
suggest that a glossary should have been prefixed to it. Suppose, 
ro instance, that an innocent reader should stumble on the entry 
p- 412) :— 
““COCKAN (York, N. R.), new pa.,” 


he might be led to wonder why even this great distinction of Mr. 
BR. N. York Cockan should have found its way into the (/azette. He 


would want further information on this subject, and would find him- 
self told to 


“See Buaxspate-ccm-F susparz,”’ 


which seems to favour the view that the result previously announced 
was due to the conjoint causes required in the course of nature to 
make Mr. Cockan « ‘‘new pa.” Turning then to the heading indi- 
cated, he will find the information, 


**Baanspate-cum-Farwpate (York, N. R.), or Cockan new pa, and see 
”? 


This, no doult, is very much what the reader ascertained before, 
but, looking below, he would at length find Cockan’s alias thus 
explained :— 


“ Bewerice. Vormed 2s a consolidated chapelry of the tps of West 
Farndale, and Low (Quarter Farndale and Kart Bransdale (in Kirkby 
Moorvide ie of Kast Farndale (in Lastin pa), and Bransdale West 
side (im Kirkdale pa) (Jan. 17, 1473, 170). Endowed out of Common 
Vand with £12 per 
14, 1816, 765); with £10 per ann. (Jan. 25, 147%, 296); 
aun. (Dex. 3, 1880, (56A).”’ 


ann. (Aug. 20, 1875, 4191); with ape! ann. (Feb, | tion to restrain a 


necessity for preliminary "= the language employed before 
commencing the perusal of the book :— 


‘“« Branstonz (Staff.), new pa. & tp., partly in Burton-upon-Trent boro’, 
Vv ” 


“Exe River. Buoys. Rates reduced by O. C. under ‘Trinity House 
Act, 1822.’ ”’ 

We notice with regret that the new language is not developed so 
far as seems desirable. We come upon “curate,” which should 
clearly be “‘cur.,” and ‘‘ chapelry,” which should be “ chap.,” and 
‘‘ county court,” which should be ‘“‘coco.” This should be looked to 
in the next edition. 

Turning now from these preliminary matters to the general 

contents of the book, we find that it contains 2,010 closely-printed 
pages, exclusive of forty-two Pages of introductory matter. We are 
sorry we cannot record the weight, the puny scales which are at our 
service being inadequate for this purpose, but we may best describe the 
work as constituting a book of about the size of an exaggerated 
family Bible. Few works can equal it in variety of contents. The 
delighted reader may roam, according to his taste from ‘‘ CocHIN 
Cutna (see France—Colonies)” to ‘‘ PERU”; from the ‘‘ Rum and 
Rum Shrub Act, 1841,” to be found under the heading ‘‘ INDIA,” to 
the ‘‘‘Rum and Rum Shrub Act, 1834,’ O.C. as to export duties,” 
to be found under ‘‘CEYLoN, and see India”; from ‘“ Catout 
MAKER: see Slaughterhouses” to ‘‘ SwInE FEVER: see Appendix 
(Cattle Disease)”; from ‘‘PrmGrims: see Egypt” to ‘‘ CoLoRADO 
BEETLE.” But, for ourselves, we confess that we have found little to 
equal in interest the information given in Appendix IV., a few 
extracts from which will show that the volume is not merely an 
index to the (Gazettes, but is also replete with historical informa- 
tion :— 
“Customs. Glutmen preferable and ordinary; coal-carriers, char- 
| women, and all other persons hired at weekly wages to perform menial 
| or ordinary labour only as it is required added to Schedule B. (May 12, 
1874, 2510) ;’’ 


‘‘Epucation Orrick (NationaL —Iretanp). Charwoman added to 
Schedule ‘B.’ (Feb. 13, 1874, 642) ;”” 

‘‘NationaL Gattery. Assistant housemaid added to Schedule ‘B.’ 
(Dec. 21, 1875, 6517)” ; 
‘Hic Court or Justice. Charwoman in the Common Pleas Division 
and the Exchequer Division added to Schedule ‘ B.’ (May 7, 1880, 2922).” 
There is only one caution to be added in conclusion before quitting 
this fascinating book. It is that the reader who sits down to its 
will do well to take care that he has time at his disposal. If 
at all of an inquiring disposition, he will be insidiousl7 and irresistibly 
led on to search further and further, until time, which ought to be 
devoted to more pressing purposes, has been wasted. We speak from 
sad experience. We came upon the following entry, at p. 520, which 
attracted our interest :— 

‘*DOGSTHORPE (Nthamp), hmlt. in Perersoro’ 8. Jon, q. v.”’ 


As thus directed, we looked for ‘‘ Peterboro’ 8. John.” We could 
not find this exact heading, but, at p. 1339, we discovered ‘‘ Peter- 
borough, 8. John the Baptist” ; and under this heading the follow- 
ing information :— 

‘See above. Contains Lonostonz, LitT.e, q. v.” 

We ‘‘ saw above,” and found, 

‘* Perersoroucu (Nthamp), pa. ‘The boro’, incorporated in 1874=the 
Minster Precincts, and part of the parish, and also part of Fletton, and 
Woodstone (in Hunts), q. v. See the Improvement Act 13 & 14 Vict ¢ 
xciii, partly repealing that of 1790. Parish contains Dogsthorpe Hamlet.” 
This did not seem to give us any further information as to Dogs- 
thorpe, so, having two ‘‘q. v.’s” and one “see” to follow, we 
elected to pursue the first “‘ q. v.,” and came upon 

‘* Lonastone, Lirriz, tp in Bakewell pa. q. v.” 

Nothing here about Dogsthorpe. Take the next q. v. :— 

‘* Woopstonsz (Hunts), pa: partly in Peterboro’ boro’, q. v.’’ 

No trace yet of Dogsthorpe. Let us lastly try the ‘‘ see the Improve- 
ment Act.”” But here we were baffled, for there is no heading ‘ Im- 
provement Act.” We had not the perseverance to follow up the two 
superadded ‘‘q. v.’s” not yet inspected, and the mystery of “ Dogs- 
thorpe (Ntbamp), bmlt.” is still unsolved. The moral of our loss 
of time is that solicitors who pos this attractive work ought to 
keep it under lock and key. If they do not, they will find their 
articled clerks neglecting more important dutiés in the search for 
some “ Dogsthorpe” of their own. 








The Queen’s Bench Division on Wednesday refused to issue an injunc- 
from breaking an agreement not to appoint 





with £10 pe ——— agents, on the ground that, though the agreement was 
or nding in honour, it was not enforcible by law. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 1883. 
(Barlow v. Teal, C. A., 34 W. R. 54.) 


Section 33 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, provides that 
“where a balf-year’s notice, expiring with a year of tenancy, is by 
law necessary and sufficient for determination of a tenancy from year 
to year,” a year’s notice so expiring shall be necessary and sufficient. 
The provision is taken verbatim from section 51 of the Act of 1875, 
and as the words ‘‘ expiring with a year of tenancy” were inserted 
in that measure in consequence of (or, at all events, immediately 
after) a criticism of the Bill which appeared in the columns of this 
journal, we have always cherished a paternal interest in the section. 
We have repeatedly maintained that the words ‘‘ by law,” given 
above in italics, mean ‘‘ by implication of law” ; and, therefore, that, 
whenever landlord and tenant had agreed 
that a half-year’s notice should be sufficient, the section had no 
application ; the notice in that case being rendered “necessary and 

cient” by agreement of the parties, and not by implication of 
law. In the present case the parties had agreed for a@ stx months’ 
notice, and the Queen’s Bench Division decided the case (L. R. 15 
Q. B. D. 403) on the ground that ‘‘ six months ” was not equivalent 
to a ‘‘ half-year,” following the previous decision (on the Act of 1875) 
of Wilkinson v. Calvert (26 W. R. 829, L. R. 3 C. P. D. 360). In 
commenting on their decision, we ventured to express regret that this 
narrow and technical ground had been selected, and we suggested that 
thebetter ground would have been that above explained. When thecase 
came before the Court of Appeal, the learned Master of the Rolls, 
with his customary vigorous grasp of principle, explained his view as 
follows :—‘‘ It is only necessary to construe two words in section 33 of 
the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883—viz., the words “‘ by law.” In 
my opinion the section applies where there is no express stipulation 
as to the termination of the tenancy, and not where there is an express 
stipulation. Where there is no express stipulation, the mode of 
determining the tenancy is aol by the law, and not by the 
contract. When a tenancy from year to year is created by implication 
of law, there must be a half-year’s notice to quit; if no stipulation 
is contained in the demise for the determination of the ry a 
ig poo would be implied by law that it should be determined by 
a half-year’s notice. But directly the parties have agreed that a 
half-year’s notice shall be given, that is a stipulation which does not 
arise by law, but by contract. It is a contractual agreement as to 
notice, and therefore not within section 33. Wherever there is an 
express contract as to the time of quitting or as to the mode of giving 
notice to quit, the section does not apply.” The other members of 
the court concurred in this view, and it may, therefore, now be taken 
as absolutely settled that, notwithstanding the Agricultural Hcldings 
Act, the landlord and tenant of an poner, Aan holding are at liberty 
effectually to agree in the contract of tenancy that a half-year’s notice 
to yo shall be sufficient. This is a point of the utmost importance, 
and we believe that misapprehension prevails rather widely with 
regard to it. 








REVIEWS. 


QUARTER SESSIONS. 


THE PRACTICE OF THE COURT OF QUARTER SESSIONS, AND ITs CIVIL 
ADMINISTRATIVE, AND APPELLATE JURISDICTION. By JOHN 
FREDERICK ARCHBOLD, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. FourTH EDITION. 
By FREDERICK MEAD, Esq., and H. H. 8. Crort, Esq., Barristers- 
at-Law. Shaw & Sons. 
The editors have, in at least one respect, exercised a wise discretion 

in the yy of the present edition. They have not attempted 

to deal at any length with the criminal jurisdiction of quarter 
sessions, and this subject, which in the last edition occupied a third 
of the whole book, is now reduced to about thirty pages. It would 
be both impossible and unnecessary to combine a satisfactory treat- 
ment of this branch of the subject in the same volume with the 
civil jurisdiction of quarter sessions. The editors, however, have 
given an excellent table of ‘‘ Indictable Offences triable at Quarter 

Sessions,” and the chapter on criminal jurisdiction, as now cut down 

and arranged, is amply sufficient for the purposes of the book. The 

introductory chapters on the general subjects of ‘General and 

Quarter Sessions” and the ‘‘Commission of the Peace” are new, 

and contain an interesting historical outline on each subject, The 

book in general has been carefully revised, and the new cases and 
statutes added with commendable terseness, There is also, in the 

Appendix, a new feature in an extremely useful Table of Procedure 


in the contract of tenancy | P 


so far as we have tested it, we have found it accurate. We think we 
may safely commend the work as a valuable book of practice. 


LEGAL DIARIES. 


WarTeERtow Bros. & Layton’s LecaL Diary AND ALMANAC FOR 
1886. Edited by H. Atan Scott, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow 
Bros. & Layton. 

There is a wonderful amount of information in this work. 
Besides the usual contents of legal diaries, it contains suggestions on 
registering and filing deeds and papers at public offices, table of 
succession to real and personal property, papers on the preparation 
of legacy and succession accounts, and notes as to preliminary, inter- 
mediate, and final examination of articled clerks. A feature of con- 
siderable value is the addition to the names of solicitors of their local 
addresses, as regards streets, &c., in large towns, such as Manchester, 
Liverpool, Birmingham, Bristol, Hull, &e. In addition to the other 
apers there is one on the Registration of Deeds under the Yorkshire 
Registries Act, 1884-5. 





Tue Souicirors’ Diary, ALMANAC, AND LEGAL DrreEcrory, 1886. 
Forty-second Year of Publication. Waterlow & Sons, Limited. 
This old-established diary maintains its usual excellence. The 
information given, so far as we have tested it, is accurate, and Mr. 
Bond’s treatise upon the Stamp Acts and the Law and Practice of 
Stamping Documents is baer me | to date. The paper for the diary is 
excellent. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


TEMPORARY TRUSTEES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I contemplate advising clients to allow the insertion in wills 
of such a clause as the following, and shall be glad if you or any of 
your readers will criticize it. e object of it will be apparent :— 
“And I declare that from time to time a new trustee or new 
trustees of this my will may be appointed to act as a temporary 
trustee or temporary trustees in the stead of any permanent trustee 
or trustees for either any definite period of time or during any 
indefinite period, such as during absence from home of or inconvenience 
or imposnbility in action by such permanent trustee or trustees ; and 
that every such temporary trustee shall during his trusteeship have, 
in substitution for the permanent trustee in whose stead he be 
appointed, all the powers and responsibilities of such permanent 
trustee or such of them as shall be specified in the appointment ; and 
that the power hereby given of appointing a temporary trustee or 
temporary trustees shall be deemed to be an addition to and not in 
substitution for any other power of appointing a new trustee or new 
trustees of this my will that may for the rm a exist.” 
Liverpool, November 24, 1885. FREDERICK FRODSHAM. | 
We receive our correspondent’s letter too late for comment this 


week.—Ep. S. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
HALL-DARE v. HALL-DARE—C. A. No. 2, November 2st. 


Recrirication or Desp—Jurisprctron—Drsentaitrxe Desp ann Reserrir- 
MENT—MrsTake IN Luwrrations or Reserriement—Inroiuent or Darp 
—Fines anp Recoverres Act (3 & 4 Wit. 4, c. 74), ss. 40, 47. 


This action was brought for the rectification of a deed which disentailed 
settled estates, and resettled them. The deed had been inrolled in 
chancery under the provisions of the Fines and Recoveries Act, and the 
question was whether, having regard to sections 40 and 47 of that Act, the 
court had jurisdiction to rectify the deed. The mistake which it was 
sought to rectify consisted in the omission of some limitations which it had 
been intended to insert in the resettlement. Section 40 of the Act pro- 
vides ‘‘ that every disposition of lands under this Act by a tenant in tail 
thereof shall be effected by some one of the assurances a will) 
by which such tenant in tail could have made the d ition if his estate 
were an estate at law in fee simple absolute: Provided, nevertheless, that 
no disposition by a tenant in shall be of any force, either at law or in 
7, —_ this -_ _— te or Se oe ced by oe ae that no 
d tion by a tenan on con! or 
ld of ering and et wepered o « a es 
consideration or iw or 
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— — 
of lands under this Act by tenants in tail thereof, and also in cases of | issue. The covenantor died, without having paid the £10,000, and it was, ing with 
consents by protectors of settlements to dispositions of lands under this | after his death, paid out of his estate to the trustees of the settlement. The documen 
Act by tenants in tail thereof, the jurisdiction of courts of equity shall be | trustees raised by originating summons the question whether the succession shall sati 
altogether excluded, either on behalf of a person claiming for a valuable | duty on the £10,000 was payable by the covenantor’s estate or out of the own title 
or meritorious consideration or not, in regard to the specific performance | fund itself. Both the trustees and the executor took it for granted that some 0 
of contracts, and the supplying of defects in the execution either of the | succession duty would be payable, and the Crown was not before the cient for 
powers of disposition given by this Act to tenants in tail, or of the powers | court to contest the question whether duty was, in fact, payable, nudge mi 
of consent given by this Act to protectors of settlements, and the supplying | Bacon, V.C. (L. R. 29 Ch. D. 697, 29 Sotrcrrors’ Journat, 420), without and oth 
under any circumstances of the want of execution of such powers of | deciding the question whether any duty was payable, held that the objected 
disposition and consent respectively, and in regard to giving effect in any | trustees of the settlement were liable to pay it out of the £10,000, ifit related | 
other manner to any act or deed by a tenant in tail or protector of a| was payable. The Court of Appeal (Lord Harssury, C., and Lanprey title of ° 
settlement which in a court of law would not be an effectual disposition | and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision.—OCounset, Marten, Q.C., and that the 
or consent under this Act ; and that no disposition of lands under this Act | Dunham; Pearson, Q.C.; Millar, Q.C., and W. N. Lawson, Soxtcrrons, followin 
by a tenant in tail thereof in equity, and no consent by a protector of a | Pritchard § Marshall ; J. Henry Johnson. (L. R. 2 
——— toa dis «Uy of lands — this Act by a tenant in tail was, not 
thereof in equity, shall be of any force, unless such disposition or consent . im, € 
would in ae of an estate tail ae be an effectual oposite or consent KILFORD v. BLAYNEY—C. A. No. 2, 23rd November. = bee 
under this Act in a court of law.” By his will a testator devised his | Wrr1—Consrruction—EXxoNerATION oF Personat EstaTe From Dents holding 
estates to the use of his son A. for life, with remainder to the use of the} anp Lecactzs—Cuarce on Rear Estare—Lapsep Bequest To Cuariry, plaintiff 
po Beat erm byes = . oo he Be Therap persages p Ag oun _ The question in this case was as to the effect of a clause in a will charg. Karsiak 
other sons of B. successively in tail, with remainders over. In the year | @8 the payment of the debts, &c., of the testatrix on her real ieee is 
1878, A. being then a bachelor, and B. having only one son, ©., a disen- exoneration of her personal estate. The testatrix devised her real estate TAN 
talline deed was executed. with the consent of A. es the protector of the | % her executors on trust for sale, and declared that the executors should, NA 
settlement. By this deed B. and O., with the consent of A., granted | Ut of the roceeds of sale, pay her funeral and testamentary expensi 
the estates to X., to hold the same subject to the limitations in the will and ag apes — — — pears on Snes S lg oe Morte. 
prior to the life estate of B., but freed and discharged from the life estate | <AUaly Detween the c te ly Aion ed 8 4 di a her Genetell This 
in remainder of B., and from the estate tail of C., and the subsequent She then bequeathed some legacies free of duty, and direc a tiffs (th 
estates in remainder, to the use of B. for life, in substitution + ce — mentene > -_ Ps P Ply po poe - -_- erty. 

for his life estate in remainder under the will, with remainder | 10u0WS:—4n case the proceeds of sale of the a oe 1 ‘i deeds « 
to the use of C. in tail, with remainder to the use of D. for life, cient to pay her debts, funeral expenses, and legacies, to apply so much mortgs 
in remainder to the use of the first and other sons of D. successively in | Of the proceeds of sale of the leasehold property as should be sufficient all his 
tail, with remainders over. It had been intended to preserve the original bg . ap arg | te ns Ars surplus —t ee baad ag a: — of mortgs 
limitations to the use of the second and other sons of B. successively in S - living at her death; Dut in case no par bts. f Pp 1 d other 1 
tail, between the limitation to the use of C. in tail and the limitation to the the leaseholds should be required to pay her debts, funeral expenses, an execut 
use of D. for life, so as to provide for the possibility of B. having other a to — po amg —— — ra - of habe solicit 
sons born ; but those limitations were inadvertently omitted, and the court ey Sees eC - “ ‘ pt tee d to The p! 
was asked to rectify the deed by inserting those limitations. Bacon, V.C., personal estate to the executors, upon trust for mapas po 478 : my — ment 1 
held (33 W. R. 515, L. R. 29 Ch, D. 133) that, by virtue of the above | the proceeds to a charity. The real estate was sold for £278; the lease. Fl as ag 
sections of the Fines and Recoveries Act, the jurisdiction of the court to | 2° octets was sank She £00. ——— i “16 43 care 1 . that 1 
rectify the deed was excluded. It was urged that the deed required inrol- oa Lem . = “tes vaste personally am i — pa togetl 
ment only for the purpose of giving it validity as a disentailing deed, | *"° + 4 to £850 Th, ft re agen 4 tn the wstemh of the prope 
and that the resettlement might have been made by an independent deed, £700 tf _ it ° 5 Vv. O. = A iL, R 29 Ch D. 145. 29 maste 
which would not have required inrolment, and that in that case the juris- £1 Leas aig stengenyy: TER ior ye Bed es Tags Ch $ : a taxati 
diction of the court to rectify the deed of resettlement could not have Souicrrors’ JournaL, 372) that the debts, legacies, &c., were chargeable follov 
been doubted, and it was urged that, so far as the deed, which combined (1) on the impure personalty ; (2) on the real onete ; and Se es — tainec 
the barring of the entail and the resettlement, was a resettlement, the | 2°lds.. The Court of —s (Lord Hatssury, C., tb soma ms for 1 
provisions of sections 40 and 47 did not apply to it, and that the jurisdic. | F®¥, L.JJ.) held er debts, a &e., —_ “A thor =. suret 
tion to rectify the limitations of the resettlement was the same as if that | between the pure and the impure personalty according to their values their 
resettlement had been contained in a separate deed. Bacon, V.C., how- respectively, and that the impure personalty must _— its a oa ape 
ever, held that section 47 was conclusive against the jurisdiction, and he while = ee a ee wa com —_ ov must re > gent y to th 
dismissed the action. The Court of Appeal (Lord Hatssvry, C., and | the real estate, and that the leaseholds were “able to exonerate the pure ansW 
Lrspiey and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, holding that there was | Personalty, but not the impure personalty.—CovnseL, C. Lyttelton Chubb ; disal 
jurisdiction to rectify the deed. Lord Hatssvry, C., said that, but for Hemming, Q.C., and Bramwell Davis ; Swinfen Eady ; Stirling. Soxicrrors, gage 
the Act, it would be impossible to contest the jurisdiction of the court to | Beaumont § Warren ; Ellis, Munday, § Co, ; Hare § Co, mere 
rectify a deed which did not carry out the intentions of the parties to it. agail 
= — ay ey = er we of the neg was excluded by the terms of poss 
the Act. ut the Act not expressly excluded the jurisdiction to HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. the | 
rectify deeds on the ground of mistake; it had provided that the legal WF not 
dispositions of the culties to a disentailing deed shoal be determined oni Inve EMPEROR LIFE ASSURANCE SOCTETY (Limited).—Bacon, V.C., chat 
by the instrument which was inrolled under the Act, and not by auy other 20th November. tion 
instrument outside the inrolled deed. With all respect to Bacon, V.C., | Company—ComMENCEMENT oF VotuNTARY Winpine vp—Compantes Act, wer 
eos eon had rg = Let the present application; it had no 1862, s. 130. and 
reference to a case in which the real intention of the parties had not been : sas enti Frei 
carried out by the inrolled instrament. The only pro santo of any weight | _1n this case a petition had age tg mmr gee —e ne coker gees Pra 
was based on the words of section 47, excluding the jurisdiction of courts provisional liquidator made, on the 22nd o September, ~ 1 (4), 
of equity “‘in regard to giving effect in any other manner to any act or | ” th of October, resolutions for a voluntary winding up “aath pum, 2 tha 
deed by a tenant in tail or protector of a settlement which, in a court of | °7 the 21st of October they were confirmed. On the 24th of October, the 
law, would not be an effectual disposition or consent under this Act.’’ | 9 order was made to continue the voluntary winding up wanien oo SS ent 
It was contended that instructions for a settlement would fall within those | *¥P¢tvision of the court. The question now arose whether the winding un 
words. But the court was not asked to alter a deed: it was asked to | UP commenced on the appointment of the provisional liquidator, or 8 
restore the deed to the form which it was intended by the parties to | 2 the confirmation of the resolutions. Bacox, V.O., said that the Wi 
have at the time when they executed it. His lordship thought that the | CO™P@"y had power to pass resolutions for a voluntary winding up, det 
Vice-Chancellor had taken too narrow a view of the Act. Lrxpiey, L.J., | DUtthose resolutions were wholly inoperative until confirmed at a second ga, 
and Fry, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Hemming, Q.C., and Byrne ; Marten, meeting. The appointment of a provisional liquidator was & mere piece wh 
Q.C., and 7. Ribton, Sorscrrors, Freeman § Bothamley ; Crawley, Arnold, of machinery, and it was impossible to say that the winding up com- m 
& Co. , menced at any other date than the confirmation of the resolutions. pa 
—Counset, Marten, Q.C.; Mulligan; F. B. Palmer. Soutcrrors, F. J. o- 
Bi) ; W. Sturt. 
Inve HIGGINS, DAY v. TURNELL—C. A. No. 2, 23rd November. | ““""* 78 ; 
Succession Dury—Serrtement—Covenant ny SeETTLOR FOR PAYMENT OF A earso i 
Scum or Monzy “‘rrez rrom att Depuctions’’—16 & 17 Vicr. c. 51, ss. SABLIS @. CAVE My Tu, She Renesas. . 
1, 42, 44—36 Gro. 3, c. 52, s, 6. R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 31, x, 15—Propvuction ror Inspzrctrion—Documents pa 
The question in this case was, who was liable to pay succession duty on rhe eR ue mt Penance Par — - ’ ¥ 
a sum of money, the payment of which was secured by a covenantina| This was an application by the defendant for the production, for in- K 
—— tial settlement. The settlement contained a covenant by the | spection, of ce documents which were referred to in the plaintiff's tk 
lather of the wife with the trustees that he would, at such time or times | statement of claim. The defendant had given a notice to produce the th 
during his life as he should think fit, or within twelve calendar months | documents in question, under rule 15 of order 31, which provides that P 
after his death, pay to the trustees the sum of £10,000, “‘ free from all | ‘every party to a cause or matter shall be entitled at any time, by tl 
deductions whatsoever ’’ ; and that, in the meantime, and until the £10,000 | notice in writing, to give notice to any other party, in whose eo or it 
should have been paid, he would pay to the trustees the clear yearly | affidavits reference is made to any document, to produce such document 1 
annuity of £200. The £10,000 and the annuity were to be held by the | for the tion of the party giving such notice, or of his solicitor, and c 
trustees upon trusts for the benefit of the husband and wife and their | to permit him or them to take copies thereof; and any party not comply- I 
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ing with such notice shall not afterwards be at liberty to put any such 
document in evidence on his behalf in such cause or matter unless he 
shall satisfy the court or a judge that such document relates only to his 
own title, he being a defendant to the cause or matter, or that he had 
some other cause or excuse which the court or a judge shall deem suffi- 
cient for not complying with such notice ; in which case the court or a 
judge may allow the same to be put in evidence on such terms as to costs 
and otherwise as the court or judge shall think fit.’’ The plaintiff 
objected to the production, on the ground that the documents in question 
related exclusively to his own title, and did not in any way assist the 
title of the defendant. On behalf of the defendant, it was contended 
that the right to production was absolute under this rule. Pzarson, J., 
following the decision of the Court of Appeal in Roberts v. Oppenheim 
(L. R. 26 Ch. D, 724, 28 Soxtcrrors’ Jouryat, 443), held that the plaintiff 
was, notwithstanding the reference to the documents in the statement of 
claim, entitled to the same privilege from production to which he would 
have been entitled if the documents had not been so referred to. And, 
holding that the documents, so far as appeared, did relate only to the 
laintiff’s title, his lordship dismissed the application.—CounseLt, W. W. 
Karslake, Q.C., and Ingpen. Soxrcrrors, Arnold § Co. ; 8. Lucas Hunt. 


NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND v. GAMES— 
Pearson, J., 25th November. 


Mortcacor AND MortcacrE—Forectosure Actron—Oosts or MortGaGee. 


This was a foreclosure action, and the question was what costs the plain- 
tiffs (the mortgagees) were entitled to charge against the mortgaged prop- 
erty. The plaintiffs were equitable mortgagees by deposit of the title 
deeds of freehold property, accompanied by a memorandum by which the 
mortgagor agreed upon request to execute to the plaintiffs a mortgage of 
all his estate and interest in the property comprised in the deeds, the 
mortgage to contain a covenant for payment, a power of sale, and all 
other usual clauses. The plaintiffs afterwards requested the mortgagor to 
execute a legal mortgage, and a mortgage deed was prepared by their 
solicitors and tendered to the mortgagor, but he refused to execute it. 
The plaintiffs commenced a foreclosure action, and after its commence- 
ment the mortgagor became a bankrupt, and the trustee in the bankruptcy 
was added as a defendant to the action, and an order was made by consent, 
that upon payment by the trustee to the plaintiffs of an agreed sum, 
together with their costs of the action, including any charges and expenses 
properly incurred by them as mortgagees, to be taxed by the taxing 
master, the action should be dismissed. In carrying in their costs for 
taxation in pursuance of this order the plaintiffs claimed (inter alia) the 
following items: (1) The taxed costs of a judgment which they had ob- 
tained in an action in the Queen’s Bench Division against,the mortgagor 
for money lent to him; (2) the costs of certain correspondence with a 
surety who had given them a promissory note for the mortgage debt; (3) 
their costs of preparing the legal mortgage and endeavouring to procure 
its execution by the mortgagor ; (4) their costs of investigating the title 
to the property. The taxing master disallowed all these costs. In his 
answer to the plaintiffs’ objections to his certificate, he said: ‘‘ The items 
disallowed by me are not mortgagee’s costs—i.e., not such costs as mort- 
gagees are entitled to against the property in mortgage. <A mortgagee is 
merely a secured creditor, and is only entitled to party and party costs 
against the mortgaged property of any action for foreclosure, or to obtain 
possession, &c. The item of taxed costs of judgment in the action in 
the Queen’s Bench Division is recoverable under that judgment, and does 
not attach on the mortgaged property. A mortgage deed could not be 
charged, and in this case of an equitable mortgage the costs of prepara- 
tion of deeds to give the legal title are in the same position. These deeds 
were never executed. All the other items are between solicitor and client, 
and not between party and party (see Gregg v. Slater, 22 Beav. 314, and 
French v. Baron, 2 Atk. 120).’’ On a summons to review the taxation, 
Parson, J., affirmed the decision of the taxing master as to items (3) and 
(4), but held that items (1) and (2) ought to have been allowed. He said 
that the action in the Queen’s Bench Division was reasonably brought by 
the plaintiffs to obtain payment of what was due to them, and they were 
entitled to the costs of those proceedings. With regard to the items 
under (2), if the plaintiffs had taken proceedings at law against the surety 
he should have allowed them the costs of those proceedings. Ellison v. 
Wright (3 Russ. 458) was entirely in point. There, “‘on a bill for re- 
demption the Master of the Rolls gave to the defendant, the mort- 
gagee, the costs of an action which he had brought against a person 
who had joined the mortgagor as surety in a bond for the mortgage- 
money, the fruit of the action being lost by the insolvency of the 
surety ; and his Honour stated the principle to be that the mortgagee was 
entitled to be allowed in account against the mortgagor, all expenses 
properly incurred for the recovery of the mortgage money.’’ That case 
had been frequently cited, and, so far as he knew, it had been acted upon 
in all cases, except, perhaps Lewis v. John (9 Sim. 366). If the two cases 
were opposed to each other, his lordship preferred Ellison v. Wright. The 
only other case in which any doubt had been thrown on Ellison v. Wright 
was Merriman v. Bonney (12 W. R. 461). But it had been cited before 
Knight Bruce, L.J., Lord Romilly, M.R., and Jessel, M.R., and none of 
those learned judges had expressed any disapproval of it. His lordshi 
thought that the decision in Ellison v. Wright was consistent wit 
principle, and it was certainly consistent with justice. He thought, 
therefore, that the costs under (2) should be allowed. With re to 
items (3) and (4), the observations of Kindersley, V.C., in Pryce v. Bury (2 

ew. 41), were rd pertinent. In that case it was held that “on fore- 

closure of an equitable mortgage of copyholds, the i 


the of such steps.’’” And Kindersley, V.C., said, ‘‘ The common 
rule of the court as to an equitable mo wy, Cope So Se: Uy Be 
deposit the mortgagor contracts that his interest be liable to the 
debt, and that he will make such conveyance or assurance as may be 
necessary to vest his interest in the mortgagee. He does not co 

that he will make a perfect title, but he does bind himself to do all that 
is necessary to have the effect of vesting in the mortgagee such interest 
as he, the mortgagor, has. Now, if the case were one of an equitable 
mortgage of freehold, the decree would be that the m r should 
convey to the mortgagee, without saying at whose expense. In carrying 
this out, the course would be, that the mortgagee would have to prepare 
a draft and submit it to the mortgagor. When the draft was settled. the 
mortgagee would have to engross and stamp it, and tender it for execu- 
tion to the mortgagor, and on that tender being made and refused, and 
not before, the mortgagor would be guilty of breach of the terms of the 
decree.’”’ This plainly implied that the mortgagee must pay his own 
costs of preparing and stamping the legal mortgage and tendering it to 
the mortgagor for execution. And, on the same principle, his lordship 
thought that the mortgagee must pay his own costs of investigating the 
title to the property. In the case of a legal mortgage containing a 
covenant by the mortgagor for further assurance, it would very much 
astonish any one if the mortgagee requiring the mo or under the 
covenant to execute a further assurance, should require him to pay all the 
mortgagee’s costs of procuring that assurance.—CounsgL, Sir A. T. 
Watson ; Upjohn. Soxtcrrors, Wilde, Berger, § Moore; Schulte § Son. 


In re RIDDELL’S TRUSTS—Chitty, J., 21st November. 


SETTLEMENT—PoweER oF APPOINTMENT—FRAUD ON Powrer—Invatip Con- 
DITION. 


In this case a question arose as to the validity of an exercise of a power 
of appointment in favour of an object of the power, coupled with a condi- 
tion in favour of the appointor. It appeared that the appointor being 
donee of a power of appointing a trust fund after her death amongst her 
children, the same being, in default of appointment, divisible amongst 
them equally, appointed half of the fund to one of her two sons, upon the 
express condition that she and her estate, in the event of such son sur- 
viving her (which event did not occur), should be indemnified from all 
liability in respect of a bond previously given by her to secure payment 
of a sum borrowed upon a mortgage by her said son of his interest in the 
trust fund, and also that, until satisfaction of the bond, all moneys due 
thereunder should be a first charge upon the appointed moiety of the 
trust fund. COnrrry, J., said that there was no ground for impeaching 
the appointment as corrupt. The appointment was made, not for the 
benefit of the appointor, but for that of the appointee, and there was 
nothing which showed any corrupt intention within the principle laid 
down in Lord Mornington v. Wellesley (2 K. & J. 143). On the other hand, 
the condition could, within Stuart v. Castle Stuart (8 Ir. Ch. Rep. 408), be 
treated as void and as capable of rejection by the son, in which case, whilst 
the condition fell, the appointment stood. He held that the appointment 
was valid.—Covunset, Upjohn; Borthwick; Willis Bund; 8. B. L. Druce. 
Soxrcrrors, A. R. Oldman, for England, Saxelbyes, ¢ Sharp, Hull; Wright 
§ Co., for J. M. Green, Birmingham; May, Sykes, § Batten; Gamien, 
Burdett, § Woodhouse. 


HARRIS v. DE PINNA—Chitty, J., 20th November. 


InsuncTION—Lesson AND LxessEE—EAsEMENTS — Unity oF PossEsston — 
Ligut—Arr—Ricut or Way—Forry Yzars’ ENJOYMENT—PRESCRIPTION 
Act (2 & 3 Wut. 4, c. 71), ss. 2, 3, 8. 

In this case a motion was made by timber merchants for an interim 
injunction to restrain the defendants from re-erecting buildings so as to 
interfere with the access of light and air to the plaintiffs’ timber-stage. 
It appeared that the ee held contiguous premises under a, 
by a common lessor about the year 1820, for terms still unexpi The 
plaintiffs’ timber-stage had existed for upwards of forty years, and was 
used for the storing and exhibition of timber, which, for the latter 
purpose, was drawn from racks in such a way as to cause the light to fall 
upon each piece drawn out and display its figure and grain. The stage was 
erected on timber uprights resting on brick or stone foundations, and in 
some instances connected together with iron ties. There were several 
floors, and the top floor was so constructed as to serve either as a roof or as 
additional staging. The structure possessed no windows, but the sides 
were left open, and through these the light and air were admitted to the 
structure. It was stated that the structure covered more than one acre 
of ground, and would cost upwards of £10,000 to remove and re-erect. 
The defendants had entered into a building ment with the common 
lessor under which, upon the erection of the buildings complained of, the old 
lease was to be surrendered in return for one of an extended period. The 
principal question was, whether the timber-staging was a building within 
the Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), s. 3, which provides that, 
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definition of what a ‘building’ was, yet it was clear that the word 
referred to a class of structures ejusdem generis with ‘‘ dwelling-houses and 
workshops.”’ The right way of determining whether the structure in issue 
came within the class of buildings referred to in the Act was to look at 
it as a whole, and not (when the Act left the question open) to import into 
it anything like a definition by establishing that the presence of windows, 
or any similar matter of detail, was a criterion of what the Act intended. 
Was then the structure such as would put an ordinary man on his guard 
against the possibility of its owner acquiring an easement of light? He 
thought that it was not. Was it such as an oolteagy man, with a reasonable 
knowledge of the English language, would call a building? He also 
answered that question in the negative. Looking at the structure as a 
whole, and without regarding any single attribute as furnishing a decisive 
test by which the point at issue could be determined, he was of opinion 
that the timber-stage was not a building within the meaning of the Act. 
With regard to the claim for air, it wasa claim, not for enjoyment over the 
Flaintiffs’ own property, but for the passage of air over the defendants’ 
property. With respect to that the point might be said to have been 
disposed of in Bryant v. Lefevre (27 W. R. 612, L. R_ 4C. P. D. 172) (per 
Cotton, L.J.), that a right by way of easement to the access of air over 
the general unlimited surface of a neighbour’s property could not be 
acquired by mere enjoyment. Therefore, the plaintiffs’ claims for light 
and air failed. With respect to the easement as to the traveller, it was 
said by the defendants that the principle in the case of Bright v. Walker 
(1 Cr. M. & R., 211) was applicable only to cases where twenty years’ 
enjoyment under section 2 was pleaded, and not to cases of forty years’ 
enjoyment ; but a review of the whole decision would show that it was a 
decision which proceeded on the whole of section 2, and also of section 8, 
and that its effect was to decide that where both the parties held under the 
same lessor no easement could be acquired ; for an easement acquired under 
the statute must be one which must be against the whole world. 
The decision itself, however, was only upon the twenty years’ enjoyment, 
and in the cases of Beggan v. Macdonald (2 L. R. Ir. 560) and Fahey v. 
Dwyer (4 L. R. Ir. 271) it had been held, under section 2, that 
forty years’ enjoyment of a right of way, notwithstanding unity 
of seisin, created a title as between the common lessees, the courts of 
Ireland in this respect adopting the principle in regard to section 
3 laid down by the English court, in respect of an easement of 
light, in Frewen v. Phillips (11 C. B. N.S. 449). He was disposed to 
follow the ruling of the Irish courts, and the result was, that he held 
that the forty years’ enjoyment under section 2 gave an absolute 
right against the whole world, except the reversioner, who bad, 
under section 8, specially saved to him a further period of three years 
after the determination of the lease in which he might resist that which 
had been called by section 2 an absolute and indefeasible right. That, 
however, did not dispose of the motion on that point, because he was 
not prepared to grant an injunction in the absence of the lessor, nor 
was he prepared in his absence to say that the surrender of the lease, if 
bond fide made and without the object of interference with the plaintiffs’ 
right, was anything of which the plaintiffs vould complain. It was, 
moreover, obvious that were the injunction granted, the defendants 
would never be in a position to ask the lessor to accept a surrender, whilst 
the lessor would lose any benefit he had contracted for. If the lease 
were surrendered, the lessor, under section 8, could at once resist the 
plaintiffs’ rights, and to grant an injunction would be to interfere with 
the right especially saved to him by the statute. To thus prejudice the 
lessor would be neither just nor convenient, especially when regard was 
paid to the fact that the plaintiffs could have their remedy in damages 
against the defendant. He should, in respect of the traveller, decline to 
grant an injunction in the absence of the lessor as a necessary party. 
With respect to the claim in of the small part of the timber-stage 
which overhung the defendants’ premises, he should likewise, in the 
absence 2f the lessor, decline to grant aninjunction The motion was 
refused, with costs to be reserved until the trial.—Counser, Ince, Q.C., 
and Jason Smith ; Romer,Q.C., and McSwinney. Sorictrons, Roscoe, Hincks, 
& Sheppard ; Alfred H. Crowther. 


BORLICK rc. HEAD, WRIGHTSON, &CO.—Q. B. Div., 23rd November. 


Masrer asp Sexvast—Emrtorers’ Lianturry Act, 1880—Measvure or 
Damaces—Oventine Eaunincs. 


CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Hic Court or JusTicE—QUEEN’s BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before CAvE, J.) 
Nov. 20.—Newman and others v. Wells. 


In 1883 it was proposed to obtain an Act of Parliament for the con- 
struction of a new railway to Brighton. The plaintiffs, Messrs. Newman, 
Stretton, & Hilliard, a firm of solicitors, explained to a number of gentle. 
men who were interested in the proposed undertaking that about £2,000 
would be required for what is termed referencing, and some gentlemen, 
of whom the defendant was one, severally guaranteed the plaintiffs 
£2,500, of which sum the defendant guaranteed £100, the plaintiff; 
agreeing if this sum was guaranteed to employ someone to do the 
referencing. It appeared that referencing is ascertaining how many 
persons will be displaced by the proposed line, and this is required by 
the Standing Orders. The parliamentary agents of the plaintiffs 
employed a referepcer to do the work. The referencer, above the 
column in which the number of persons displaced appeared, wrote the 
words ‘‘ statute adults,’’ and instead of counting every human being as 
one person he counted two children under the age of twelve as an adult. 
The Committee of the House of Commons did not consider this a reason 
for throwing out the Bill as not complying with the Standing Orders. 
The Committee of the House of Lords, however, took a different view, 
and threw out the Bill. This action was then brought on the guarantee, 
and the defence raised was that the Bill having been thrown out, on 
account of the referencing having been negligently done by the plain- 
tiffs, or by those for whom they were responsible, there had been a total 
failure of consideration. 

Cave, J., in delivering judgment, said that the plaintiffs had done all 
they had agreed to do. He was astonished that the Committee of the 
Lords should have proceeded on such an utter technicality as they had 
done. It was not reasonable on the evidence before him to ask him to 
find that the plaintiffs had been ee 

Judgment was accordingly entered for the plaintiffs for £100 and costs, 

H. D. Greene, Q.C., and Macaskie appeared for the plaintiffs; Upjoln, 
for the defendant.— Times. 





ELECTION LAW. 
HicH Court oF JUsTICcCE.—QUEEN’s BENCH DIVISION. 
(Sittings in Banc, before Pottock, B., and Manisty, J.) 


Nov. 23.—/n the Matter of the Municipal Elections Act, 1884, Ex 
parte Wilks. 


This was an appeal on behalf of Mr. Wilks, a member of the School 
Board for London for the Finsbury Division. It appeared that during 
the recent election the posters and placards used by Mr. Wilks in the 
contest did not bear the name and address of the printer—an omission 
which is made an illegal act by the 18th section of the Municipal Elections 
Act, 1884. Upon an application being made to this court for an order 
under section 20 of the above statute, exempting Mr. Wilks from the 
consequences of the illegal act, on the ground that it was due only to 
inadvertence, opposition was made by Mr. Eayres, one of the unsuccessful 
candidates for the same division, who stated that he intended to file a 
petition against Mr. Wilks’ return, and the hearing was adjourned to 
enable the petition to be filed. On the case being heard this morning, 
Freeman appeared for Mr. Wilks. 

Henn Collins, Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie, opposed the application. 
Pottock, B., said that, under ordinary circumstances, he should have 
been content to have said that the court would not grant Mr. Wilks the 
relief he asked. The question raised was, however, one of some import- 
ance. Many applications for relief against the consequences of illegal 
acts had been made to the courts, and the courts had been liberal in 
granting them, but this was not an ordinary application. It appeared 
that a petition had been filed, charging Mr. Wilks with corrupt npr. 
among which was the lity in question. It was not possible for the 
court to go into the question of the corrupt practices, and it would not be 
right to take away from the petitioner one of the charges upon which he 





In this case the plaintiff sued his employers for injuries sustained 
in their service under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. He proposed 
to give evidence as to the amount of loss he had sustained in respect 
of certain overtime work for which he had earned wages from another 
employer. The county court judge refused to allow him to do this, but 
ultimately permitted the jury to assess damages, under different heads, 
in respect of his wages earned from the defendant, and in respect of 
wages obtained from the other source. The combined amounts did not 

mal the sum which the plaintiff might have obtained under 
43 & 44 Vict. c 42, s. 3, which allows the jury to give « es to 
the extent of the estimated earnings for three years of a man in the 
sane employment as the plaintiff. The county court judge held that the 





had founded his petition. In his lordship’s opinion that was not the 
intention of the statute. This court, therefore, without expressing any 
opinion upon the merits, would remit the whole matter to the Election 
Court. 

Masry, J., concurred.— Times. 
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Wanpswortx—Henry Kimber. C 

WotverHampTon, East—H. H. Fowler. L 


SCOTLAND. 
BARRISTERS AND ADVOCATES. 
ABERDEEN, North—James Bryce, D.C.L. L 
2 South—William Alexander Hunter. L 
CLACKMANNANSHIRE—John Blair Balfour, Q.C. L 
Dunprr—Edmund Robertson. L 
i Charles Carmichael Lacaita. L 
Epmysurcu, West— Thomas Ryburn Buchanan. L 
Etein—Alexander Asher, Q.C. L 


IRELAND. 
BaRRIsTERS, 


Dvusuin Untversiry—Right Hon. Hugh Holmes, Q.C. C 
‘ Right Hon. David Richard Plunket, Q.C. C 


Mr. Henry Joun Trorrer, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Borough of Colchester in the Conservative interest, is the second son of 
Lieut.-Colonel William Trotter, of Bishop Auckland, Durham, and was 
born in 1840. He was educated at Oriel College, Oxford. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1864, and he is a member 
of the Northern Circuit. He is a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for 
the county of Durham. 


Mr. James Tyntz Aco Garpner, barrister, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Borough of Cheltenham in the Conservative interest, is the eldest 
son of Mr. James Agg Gardner, of Cheltenham, and was born in 1846. 
He was educated at Harrow and at Trinity College, Cambri He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter ‘l'erm, 1873. Mr. Gardner 
was M.P. for Cheltenham from 1874 till 1880. He 1s a magistrate for 
Gloucestershire. 


Lord Francis Hervey, barrister, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Borough of Bury St. Edmunds in the Conservative interest, is the fourth 
son of the second Marquis of Bristwl, and was born in 1856. He was 
educated at Eton, and he was formerly scholar of Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he gruduated second class in Olassics in 1869, and he was 
afterwards elected a fellow of Hertford College. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1872. Lord F. Hervey is a magis- 
trate for the county of Suffolk. He was M.P. for Bury St. Edmunds 
from 1874 till 1880, und he was a member of the School Board for London 
from 1875 till 1879. 


Mr. Wititam James Inoram, barrister, who has been ‘elected M.P. for 
the Borough of Boston in the Liberal interest, is the son of the late Mr. 
Herbert Ingram, of Swineshead Abbey, Lincolnshire, M.P, for Boston, 
and was born in 1847. He was educated at Winchester and at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
a Term, 1872, Mr. Ingram was M.P. for Boston from 1874 

80, 


Mr. Cuantes Epwaep Baztne Youne, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. for the Borough of Christchurch in the Conservative interest, is the 
eldest son of Mr. Charles Baring Young, and was born in 1850 He was 
educated at Eton and at Trinity ro Cambridge, where he uated 
in the second class of the Olassical T: in 1872. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1876, and he isa member of the 
North-Eastern Circuit. 

The Hon. Bernarp Joun Seyrmove Corgrinee, barrister, who has been 
elected M.P. for the Attercliffe Division of Sheffield in the Liberal 
interest, is the eldest son of Lord Coleridge, and was born in 1851. He 
was educated at Eton and at Trinity College, Oxford, where he graduated 
second class in Modern History in 1875. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in June, 1877, and he practises on the Western Circuit, 
and at the Devonshire, Exeter, Plymouth, and Devonport Sessions. Mr. 
Coleridge acted in 1880 as secretary to the Royal Commission for inquiring 
into Corrupt Practices in the City of Chester. He has been secretary to 
the Lord Chief Justice of England since 1881, and he is Prosecuting Crown 
Counsel to the Post-office on the Western Circuit. 


Mr. Joun Epmunp Wentwortu Apprson, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Borough of Ashton-under-Lyne in the Conservative interest, is the 
third son of Lieutenant-Colonel Henry Robert Addison, and was born in 
1838. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and he was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1862. He is a member of 
the Northern Circuit. He was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1880. Mr. 
Addison was appointed recorder of Preston in 1874, and he isa bencher 
of the Inner Temple. 

Mr. Henry Kiser, solicitor (of the firm of Kimber & Elliott), of 79, 
Lombard-street, who has been elected M.P. for the borough of Wands- 
worth in the Conservative interest, is the son of Mr. Joseph Kimber. He 
was born in 1834, and was admitted a solicitorin 1858. Mr. Kimber 
is solicitor to the Crystal Palace Company. 

Mr. Tuomas Henry Bo tron, solicitor (of the firm of Bolton & Mote), of 
11, Gray’s-inn-square, who has been elected M.P. for the Northern 
Division of the Borough of St. Pancras, in the Liberal interest, is the only 
son of Mr. Thomas Boltcn, of Islington, and was born in 1841. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1869. 








THE CHIEF OFFICIAL RECEIVER IN 
BANKRUPTCY ON PRIVATE ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Tur first report of the Royal Commission appointed to inquire into the 

depression of trade and industry, which has just been issued, contains the 

evidence given before the commissioners by a number of witnesses, in- 
cluding Mr. R. P. Harding, the Chief Official Receiver in Bankraptcy. 

The latter was asked a number of questions with regard to private 

arrangements, and we quote his evidence on this point at length, as we 

think it will be of interest to our readers at the present time. 

*Q. 466. (By the Chairman): It is your impression that there has 
been lately an increase in the number of private arrangements, by which 
I mean ar ents under which a debtor gets a di from his 
creditors without the sanction of any legal authority?—Since the Bank- 
ruptcy Act of 1883 came into operation, there has, I believe, been an 
increase in the number of private arrangements outside the court over the 
number in previous years, although the total number of failures has 
considerably diminished. The increase of private arrangements may, I 
think, be attributed to, first, the facilities for liquidation proceedings, 
whereby publicity was to a great extent avoided, re | ceased by the 
abolition of the 1869 Act ; secondly, to the hostility of solicitors, who do 
not consider the scale of remuneration satisfactory, and who have a well- 
founded objection to work for a debtor or for the creditors without fair 
payment for their services. Many solicitors consider the scale so inade- 
quate that they decline to take bankraptcy proceedings, except for old 
clients, who probably pay some costs in addition to those allowed by the 
taxing master; thirdly, to the friendly feeling of some creditors towards 
their debtor, inducing theza te assent to a private arrangement rather 
than to drive him into the court, where he would be publicly exammed, 
and possibly have his composition refused and his di 
suspended. There is, from the formalities which have to be complied 
with under the Act, a greater delay in completing any scheme of arrange- 
ment or composition through the court, or which has to receive the 
senction of the court, than if it had been effected outside the court. An 
amendment of the Act will remedy that. 

‘* 467. Do you think it would be desirable to give legal sanction to such 
private arrangements ?—I do, There should be provisions for the regis- 
tration of all such deeds, of the statement of affairs, causes of the failure, 
and of the dividends paid, and also provision for the audit of the trastees’ 
accounts. 

‘** 468. (By Mr. Ecroyd): May I ask whether it has come uader your 
notice that in cases where the assets were, to a considerable extent, 
machinery and plant—that is to say, in the case of a manufacturing 
business—there has been a great disposition to make private arraage- 
ments, in consequence of the en of loss to be sustained upon 
realization P— Yes, certainly ; another reason is that if the concern is 
a going one, the creditors of the failed estate are desirous of having the 
continued business of the trader when he is free from the habilities which 





are pressing upon him, 
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Hall, Richard Barker William 


I think there has been, from the impression that the creditors have Hall, William Charles 
greater control without the formalities of the court than they would Halsall, George Ashton 


otherwise have. 


“470, And, therefore, in the manufacturing districts, that may be 


held to account, if such 
number of bankruptcies ’—Yes, I think it may. 


Harrison, Harold Francis 


Heatley, Arthur Edward 


**471. (By Mr. Jackson): Are we to understand that in the manu- Herbert, William Henry 
facturing districts the proportion of private arrangements is greater than | Hicks, William 
in other districts ?—I am so informed, but still, on the whole, the failures | Higginson, Percy Forbes 


are not so numerous as they were in previous years.” 


Higgs, William Ward 


In a subsequent part of his evidence, replying to a question of the Hill, Richard 


Chairman (No. 502), Mr. Harding further stated :— 
“In the soft goods trade failures will frequently occur from circum- 
stances which really appear to me to be unavoidable. A draper buys 
goods for the ensuing season, the season is not what was expected, there 
is either no spring or no summer weather, and those goods are left un- 
sold on his shelves. There is an accumulation then of property which 
swallows up, perhaps, all the capital he started in business with. He 
cannot meet his bills ; he suspends payment; and in that trade there 
ill be a private arrangement, because it has been the custom of Man- 
chester houses, for many years past, to manage their own affairs as far as 
pes possibly can. And the same observation would apply to the grocery 
trades. 
“503. (By Mr. Jackson): Will you explain what you mean by 
‘ managing their own affairs’ ’—They have employed for years past two 
or three firms to take all matters of that kind in hand. ‘When a 
trader is unable to meet his engagements, communication is made to the 
recognized agent of the houses to which he is indebted, and he takes 
stock and ascertains the position of the debtor, and then the proposal 
of the debtor receives consideration, and the whole matter is very fre- 
quently disposed of in the course of a week or ten days; whereas it can- 
not be so readily disposed of if it cores before the Court of Bankruptcy, 
even if the proposed composition that he is making is a satisfactory one.’’ 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on N ovember 5, 1885 :— 
Abbot, Lucas Charles Fuidge Clarke, Thomas Henry 
Addison, Herbert Edward Tasker Clarke, William Alfred Blake 
Adeney, Frederick Augustus Cleverton, Edward Allan 
Aldridge, George Braxton Cobban, James McDonald 
Anderson, John Cockle, Ernest 
Appleton, Charles Frederick Coghlan, Wilfrid Austin 
Ashton, Ernest Colbeck, Haggitt 
Ashworth, Richard Redfern Coleclough, William Herbert 
Backhouse, Richard Onians Cotton, Morten Henry, B.A, 
Baker, Joseph John Vashon Cox, George 
Bankes-Price, William Hughes, B.A. Craigie, David Charles 
Barber, Frederick Wayne Crawshaw, Victor Ben Crawshaw 
Barker, Hebden, B.A. Crookenden, Harry Mitton, B.A. 
Barratt, Ernest Crosskey, Ernest, B.A, 
Bastide, Harry Darbyshire, Benjamin Harvie 
Bayley, Arthur Darnell, Albert Joseph 
Beale, Harry Hibberd Davis, George Herbert 
Beatson, David John Michael Davis, Herbert John 
Beaumont, Arthur Morton, B.A. Davey, George Middleton 
Becher, Howard Percy Dighton, Francis Probyn 
Bennitt, William Herbert Dixon, Albert Henry 
Benson, William Lockwood Maydwell Dixon, Frederick Cornelius 
Bielby, Horace Claude Victor Dorman, Francis Thomas 
Billson, Francis Morton Douglas, John George 
Booth, Joseph Lister Dowson, Hubert Arthur 
Bottomley, Benjamin Ely, Robert Spence Taylor 
Bradshaw, William Graham, B.A. Ellis, Montague 
Bridgeman, Benjamin James Ermerson, Charles ( xeorge 
Brown, Herbert George Evans, Alfred 
Bryan, Thomas William Fardell, John 
Bucknall, Acton Thomas Farmer, Charles Edward 
Budd, Frank Fielders, Richard 
Bunting, William Braylesford Fischer, Max Temple, B.A. 
Burrow, Alfred Forman, Wilson Charles 


Burrows, Charles Esau Forster, Edmund R yan. B.A, 
Burton, Ernest Montague Forward, John Adame 
Butler, Alfred Middleton Fowden, John 
Batt, John Henry Stewart Frank, Alexander Frederick 
oan om — Freeman, D 

vert, Edwin Montagu Garnett, Theodore, B.A, 
Campbell, William Arthur Germon, Richard Medland Banfill 


Goodwin, Thomas Henry 
Gosling, Henry, B.A, 
Graham, Robert Hodgson 
Green, Walter Herbert 


Caunter, Henry Lyde 
Chaldecott, Francis Miller 
Chancellor, Walter Egerton 
Clarke, Francis Richard, B.A. 


Hillas-Drake, Thomas Standish 
Holmes, Frederick William 
Holt, Henry Spawforth, B.A. 
Holt, William Eduard 
Howard, William John 
Hubbersty, John Paley, B.A. 
Hughes, William 
Hutchinson, Richard 
Huxtable, John Elliott 

Ives, Robert Garside 
Jackson, Herbert William 
Jay, Frederick Waters 
Johnson, Bryan Edward 
Johnson, Henry Chaderton 
Johnsor, John Samuel 

Jones, Ben Vaughan 

Jones, Ebenezer Gwyn 
Jones, Hugh Davies 
Jotcham, William Clarke 
Joy, George Robert Gordon 
Keefe, William Edgar 
Kelsall, Samuel James, B.A. 
Kemp, Alexander Davidson 
Kenrick, William George Kyffyn 
Kershaw, John Buckley 
Kesteven, Charles Henry 
Kesteven, John Broughton 
Kingsford, Frank Lethbridge 
Knight, John Hall 


Xavier De Morton de 
Lance, Gyril William 

Leach, Edmund 

Letts, Charles William 
Lewin, Thomas Ellerker 
Lewis, Charles Prythereh, B.A. 
Lewis, David Thomas 

Lewis, George Hilton 

Lilly, Humphrey Cheetham 
Llewellyn, George Thomas 
Lloyd, Francis Horatio 
Longstaffe, James Ensor Dyer 
McHugh, Charles William Strong 
Mackenzie, Kenneth 

McLeod, Donald John 
Manning, Edward Laurence 
March, Herbert 

Marshall, John 

Mashall, Robert 

Masters, [Thomas James Poole 
Mathews, Frederick John 
Matthews, Walter Hudson 
Mayson, Joseph 

Mead, James Ernest 

Meal, Samuel 

Melhuish, Alfred Warren 
Messent, Francis Edward 
Metcalfe, Robert John Golborn 
Mills, George Harry, B.A. 
Morgan, William 

Morice, Andrew, M.A, 
Muncaster, Edward 

Nayler, Benjamin Round 
Neve, Percy Titus 

Newhouse, Henry Crompton 
Newton, George Daniel 


liam 

Norris, Edward Percy 

Norton, John William 

Ochse, Albert 

Oldham, James Bertram, B.A. 
Ouvry, John Delahaize, B.A. 
Oxley, Ernest Frederick George 
Palmer, Hubert 

Parker, Herbert Woods 
Parkes, James William 
Parkin, Montagu Lewis, M.A. 





Hagger, Joseph Leyland 


Peacocke, Francis O'Neill 


Haggiti, Henry Pell Heigham, 
B.A. 


La Chapelle, Victor Alfred Octave 


Nicholson, Charles Leopold Wil- 


Peckover, Stephen 

Perks, George Dodds 

Perrin, Fred 

Philipps, John Lewis 

Phillips, Thomas Falkner, B.A. 
Pillers, Ernest James 


Harrison, Henry Michael Staunton Pollock, Charles Frederick 
cases exist, for the apparent diminution in the Heath, William 


Powell, Ernest Ormsby, B.A. 


Preston, Thomas Leighton Col. 
beck 


Price, George Louis 
Pritchard, Richard Edward 
Rawlings, Walter James 
Rawlinson, Cecil John 
Raybould, Alfred Jones 
Rhodes, Frank Septimus 
Ridley, William Allder 
‘Rimmer, Reginald 
Roberts, Charles Watkin 
Roberts, John Richard 
Roberts, William Pierpoint 
Rockstro, Arthur 
Rodgers, Robert 
Rogers, Paul Owen 
aap, William Agustus Fydell, 
A. 


Rose, John William, B.A. 
Rotherham, Richard Alexander 
Russell, Stebbing 

Russell, William 

Sacré, Walter John 

Salt, Walter Sutton 

Seale, Cuthbert William Pier. 


point 


Shakespeare, Benjamin 
Sharpley, Philip Henry 
Shaw, John William 
Simmons, Robert 
Simpson, John Percy, B.A. 
Siveter, William Alfred 
Sleigh, Myles Atkinson 
Smith, Arthur, B.A. 
Smith, Charles John Bedford 
Smith, Charles Kenneth Macleod 
Smith, Robert Lionel Monk 
Smyth, Percy Meliss 
Stafford, John 
Stephen, St. Ledger Grant 
Stephens, David van, B.A. 
Stirk, James William Edward 
Stones, Charles 
Strong, Thomas Slack 
Swarbreck, Thomas 
Taylor, Herbert 
Taylor, James Henry 
Thomas, Richard Jenkin 
ee Justus Arthur Poole 
ps 


Phe 


Thorne, William Calthorpe 
Todd, Thomas Burland 
Turner, Theodore Guerdain 
Turnour, Edward Adolphus 
Tutin, George 
Unsworth, Alfred 
Verley, Frank Louis 
Ware, Christopher Henry, B.A. 
Warne, Charles Edward 
Waterhouse, Thomas Kirkham 
Watson, Thomas 
Webb, Edwin James Turner 
Webber, George William 
Welch, Winthrop Goodwin 
Wheldon, Robert 
White, Claud Augustus 
White, Francis Symmons 
Wicks, Frederick 
Wilkinson, William 
Willans, William Ernest 
Williams, Rice Rowland 
Williams, Robert Harold 
Williams, William John 
Williamson, George Samuel 
Wilson, George Bailey, B.A. 
Wise, Maurice * 
Wood, Charles John 
Wood, Thomas Scholey 
Woodroffe, Edward Shrim ton 
Woollcombe, Gerald Douglas 
Woolstencroft, Johnson illiam 
Yates, Harry Winn 
Yeates, Frederick Wilson 

eo, Hilary James 


Young, Archibald Edward 





on Col. 


Fydell, 


Pier- 


od 
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The following candidates (whose names are in alphabeitcal order) were 
enrceesful at the Final Examination held on the 3rd and 4th of November, 


35:— 
die, Frederick Everall 
Atkinson, James Spencer 
Baddeley, William Edward, M.A. 
Badger, Harry Shakespeare 
Bailey, David James 
Barclay, Herbert James 
Barlow, Charles John 
Barnett, Braham 
Bentley, William 
Bertie, Frank Horace 
Beves, Gordon 
Bevis, Frederick John 
Billson, Arthur 
Blackham, Harry Spurgeon 
Bland, Thomas Augustine 
Blinkhorn, Samuel Bradley 
Blomefield, Arthur Hugh 
Bouskell, George Edmund 
Bowden, William la Coste 
Bramwell, William 
Bristow, Henry Essex 


Holdsworth, John Abercrombie 
Holman, Henry Martin, B.A. 
Holmes, Melville 

Horrocks, Arthur Edward 
Howe, Herbert Arthur 

Hughes, Thomas Cann, B.A. 
Hume, William Schreiber, M.A. 
Hunt, Augustus 

Ingham, John Patrick 
Ingledew, Arthur Murray 
Irving, George Nelson 

Jackson, Alfred 

Jackson, Francis Morley 
Jackson, Joseph Thornthwaite, B.A. 
Jecks, Arthur Statham, B.A., LL.B. 
Jessop, Herbert Adams 

Jones, Lewis William Hugh 
Jones, William Henry 
Kempson, Edgar 

King, Henry Charles 

King, Thomas Williams Love 


Brogden, Thomas John HarrowsmithLadell, William Nethercote 


Brodrick, Cecil 

Brooks, Arthur David 
Brooks, Richard 

Brown, George Arthur 
Burgin, Edward Lambert 
Burrows, Benjamin Beeley 
Calder, James 

Calley, William 

Capron, Frederick William, B.A. 
Carter, Robert 

Catton, William James 
Chadwick, Louis 

Chadwick, Walter Shawc oss 
Chidson, Henry Albert 
Child, Edmund Thomas 
Christian, Edmund Brown Viney 
Clark, Frederick Stuart 
Clark, Thomas Floyd 

Coles, Henry Hartland 
Collie, Arthur Leslie 

Cook, James 

Cooke, Henry 

Cooke, Richard Edward 
Corder, Percy 

Cornish, Thomas Henry 
Cotton, Harold 


Laurence, Alfred Mitchell 
Leech, Frederic Edward 

Leigh, John Frederic, B.A. 
Longbottom, Arthur Thompson 
Lovett, Henry Albert James, B.A. 
Lupton, Edward Basil, LL.B 
Lutener, Charles Edward 
Lynskey, George Jeremy 

Mace, Harry Buckler 
Martineau, Ernest, B.A. 
Masters, Albert Edward 

May, Charles, B.A. 

Millington, Joseph Frederic 
Morris, Thomas Hancocke 
Mulcaster, Walter Villiers 
Nesfield, George Blow 
Nicholson, John Harbottle, B.A, 
Norman, Reginald Robert Griffith 
O’ Hare, Patrick Edmund 
Osborve, Frank 

Palmer, Herbert 

Parry, John Humffreys 
Passingham, George 

Potter, Arthur Sidney 

Prance, Hugh Courtenay 

Pratt, Joseph Benjamin 


Crawfurd, Charles Hubert Payne,Preston, Martin Inett, B.A. 
B.A 


D'Angibau, William, B.A. 

Davidson, James Oswald 

Davies, Samuel 

Davis, John Roland 

Day, Francis Hermitage, B.A. 

Day, Horace Francis 

Deakin, William Olarke 

Dickson, Francis James 

Dunhill, Edward Smith 

Elton, Henry Robert 

Eyres, William George 

Falck, Louis Hance 

Fisher, William Custance 

Fox, Adam 

Fox, George Washington 

Frere, Eustace Vansittart 

Fuller, Morris Nattali 

Galsworthy, Edwin Henry, B.A. 

Gardner, Richard Amphlett, B.A. 

Gellatly, Peter Francis 

Gibbs, Herbert Washbourne 

Gloag, Robert McCowan 

Goodden, John Henry 

Gosling, John Owen 

Gurney, Charles Duncan 

Haggerston, Edward Charlton 

Haigh, Charles Francis 

Hansell, Edward Morgan 

Hardy, Percival, B.A. 

Harvey, Percy John 

Hawkins, Philip Ernest 

Haworth, James 

Hayward, Frederick Joseph 

Heath, Richard Johnson 

Heelas, Archibald Hay Grant 

Hemsley, Alfred Macartney, B.A. 
gin, William Hunter 

pigeins, Edward Henry 

Hinds, Arthur 

Hoare, Alfred Ernest 


Price, Hall Towrye 

Pugh, Henry James Wallace 

Puleston, Alfred 

Ramsdale, Arthur Edgar 

Ratcliffe, Albert Edward 

Rayner, Arthur Leopold 

Read, Alexander Whiteway 

Rees, David Williams 

Rigden, George Ernest 

Rodway, James Albert 

Rouse, Percy Fitzroy 

Rudge, Edward Laurence, M.A. 

Rutland, Philip John 

Salaman, Ernest Seymour 

Savill, Arthur Edward 

Senior, William, B.A. 

Shaw, Patrick Galway Costelio 

Slater, Albert 

Slater, Walter 

Smetham, Edwin Richard 

Smith, Arthur Gerald 

Smith, Charles Frederick Elliot 

Smith, Joseph Walter 

Smith, William 

Snowball, Charles Henry 

Spreat, Stanley Chappell 

Standring, William John 

Stannard, Edward John 

Straus, Herbert Nathaniel 

Stewart, Charles William Vander- 
stegen 

Suggett, Robert Clayton 

Taylor, William Keating 

Thorne, Everard Godwin, LL.B. 

Tonge, John 

Townsend, Sydney Robert Maurice 

Walker, Charles Seddon 

Ware, William 

Warhurst, Stephen James 

Wearing, James Williamson 

Wells, uel 





Wheeler, Frederick Ledsam Wilson, William Courthorpe Town - 
White, Gilbert Henry shend 

Wilkinson, John du Cane, B.A. Winder, Robert Cecil 

Williams, Bulkeley Robert Wynne Woollcombe, James Yonge 
Williams, Charles Herbert Wright, Alexander, B.A., LL.B. 
Wilson, Alexander Hayman Wright, Arthur (of London) 

Wilson, Laurance Wright, Arthur (of Birmingham) 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 


The usual weekly meeting was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, on Tuesday last; Mr. William Van Sommer in the chair. The 
question for debate was, “‘ That it is undesirable to enable local authorities 
to acquire land for the purpose of creating small holdings.”” The debate 
was opened by Mr. J. A. Neale, who was supported by Messrs. Riddell, 
G. J. Phillips, T. M. Stevens, Muir, C. J. Wheeler, and W. S. Bunting ; 
and opposed by Messrs. J. J. Dodd, T. B. Napier, and Woodroffe. The 
opener having replied, the motion was carried by a majority of fourteen. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wi11Am Tomutnson Pace, solicitor (of the firm of Fox & Page), of 
2, Serle-street, and of Lincoln, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of the 
City of Lincoln for the ensuing year. Mr. Page was admitted a solicitor 
in 1870. 

Mr. Maurice Frepertck Carrer, solicitor, of Newnham, has been 
appointed Deputy-Sheriff and Deputy Returning Officer for the Forest of 
Dean Division of Gloucestershire. Mr. Carter was admitted a solicitor in 
1848. He is coroner for the Forest Division of Gloucestershire, 
and clerk to the county magistrates and Commissioners of Taxes, and 
clerk to the Westbury Board of Guardians. 


Mr. Georce Wrii1am Morrison, solicitor, town clerk of Leeds, has 
received the honour of Knighthood, in commemoration of the Municipal 
Corporations Jubilee. Sir G. Morrison is the son of the Rev. George 
Morrison, and was born in 1850. He was admitted a solicitor in 1875, and 
he was elected town clerk of Leeds in 1878. 


Mr. Ronert Geppes Smirn, solicitor (of the firm of Griffith, Jones, & 
Smith), of Aberystwith and Towyn, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Somers Sir, solicitor, assistant law clerk to the Board of Trade, 
has been elected Clerk to the Grocers’ Company, in succession to Mr. 
William Ruck, resigned. 


Mr. Perecrive Cuartes Corron Francis, solicitor (of the firm of 
Francis & Jonson), of 5, Austin Friars, has been elected Clerk to the 
Woolmens’ Company, on the resignation of his uncle, Mr. Charles 
Francis. Mr. P. C. C. Francis is an M.A. of Jesus College, Cambridge. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Srerxen Exxtiorr Lamngrt, solicitor, of 40, Chancery-lane, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Joun Monroz, Q.C., Solicitor-General for Ireland, who has been 
appointed a Judge of the Land Court in Ireland, on the resignation of the 
Right Hon. Stephen Woulfe Flan , is an M.A. of the Queen’s 
University in Ireland. He was called to the bar at Dublin in 1863, and 
he was formerly a member of the North-East Circuit. He became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1877, and he was legal adviser to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland from 1878 till 1880. He was appointed Solicitor-General for 
Ireland in July last. 


Serjeant Jonn Grorce Grrson, who succeeds Mr. Monroe as Solicitor- 
General for Ireland, is the son of Mr. William Gibson, of Dublin, and 
younger brother of Lord Ashborne. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, and he was called to the bar in Ireland in 1870. He is a member 
of the Leinster Circuit, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1880. He 
was appointed third serjeant-at-law in Ireland in July last. 


Mr. Henry Brovcuam Leecu, barrister, has been appointed an Examiner of 
Titles under the Irish Land Purchase Act, 1885. Mr. Leech was educated at 
Trinity College, Dublin. He was called to the bar in Ireland in 1871, and 
he is a member of the North-Western Circuit. He has been professor of 
jurisprudence and international law at the University of Dublin since 
1878. 


Mr. Rozerr Staries Loneworts Dames, barrister, has been appointed 
an Examiner of Titles under the Irish Land Purchase Act, 1885. Mr. 
Dames was called to the bar at Dublin in 1866. 


Mr. Joun Perer, solicitor, of Callington, has been elected Portreeve of 
the Borough of Callington for the ensuing year. Mr. Peter was admitted 
a solicitor in 1846. 


Mr. ALexanper Sravetry Hiit, D.C.L., Q.C., has been elected Treasurer 
of the Inner Temple for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Matrnew Ootseck Preston, solicitor and notary, of e Regis 
Dorset, has been ai ted Town ‘Clerk of that borough. ae Pree 
was admitted in 1877. 


Mr. Epwarp Morris Grnsen, solicitor (of the firm of Spencer, Gi & 
Maskell), of 78, Cheapside, and of Oamberwell, has —— 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


; 
' 
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Mr. Auzert Karz Rott17, solicitor, LL.D., of 12, Mark-lane, and of wee as ordered ioe Be company be wound up. Brooke, Lincoln’s inn fields, Fowler, I 
mer 
Hull Leg t King’s College honour of bp ae el -¥ F AUTOMATIC MusIcaL INSTRUMENT Company, LawTep.—By an order made by Nov 16 
Rolli ca a 8 lege, Lon on, ani graduai at the m, V.C., dated Nov 14, it was ordered that the company be wound up, FNC 
es of London, B.A. in 1863and LL.D. in 1866. He was — aoe and Co, eoliettors for the getttionne ettitin 6 a Gaite, V 
a solicitor in 1863, and he was till recent] joint-registrar of the L Crown Borrte Works Company, LIMITED.— a or windin ou ord Ne 
resented Nov 23, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Sa 
County Court. Sir A. Rollit was elected sheriff of Hull in 1882, and | Wallsnce and Vallance. Kasex st, Strand, agents for Muriy and Sons, Bristol, Gorwin 
mayor of Hull in 1884. solicitors for the) petitioner A . by Mathew, J, Hamilto 
B LIFE URANCE SOCIETY, LIMITED.—By an order made athew, | 
Mr. Wiiuam Bennett CampPion, Q. C., has been appointed Third | “dated Oct m3 it was ordered that the ant ain winding up of the society be aaay. 
na na en in ape Ls ——- to Mr. John George Gibson, . continmed. Sturt, Ironmonger ene, solicitor for the petitioner " “ ‘Oct 27. 
who has n @ in’ citor-Gen Corron SPINNING COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made 
PP . ee: Pearson, J., dated the 14th day of November, it was ordered that the Bughet 
-—— ome any ma ont up. Fallows —S pooner pl, Strand, agents for King, E 
0! —_ and Co., ham, rs for the oner - 
hire lco otre en a i ef 
Cxcrt Cxarrett and Garirritx Garris, solicitors, 26, Golden-square, of Ras ore Bacon, on Sa es Oe OU Ord 
London, W. (Chappell, Son, & Griffith), Oct-24. [Gazette Nov. 20.] || °® @7av’s inn, solicitors for the petitioner [Gaxette, Nov. 24.) ol 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. McKinl 
BRISTOL PoRT AND CHANNEL Dock Company.—By an order made a Chitty, J Ord } 
dated Nov 14, it was ordered that the company be wound up. ebb and Co, eredi 
Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners sleet Stee onl Nov! 
(| Gazette, Nov. 24. iller, 
OBITUARY. FRIENDLY SocreTirgs DIssOLVED. —. 
ee VALE OF Xm Naa FRIENDLY Society, Shepherds’ Hall, Lealholme Bridge, Gros- a 
SIR WILLIAM ROSE, K.C.B. eseyiceian { Gasette, Nov. 20.) Vict 
Sir Wi K.C.B., Clerk of the Parliaments, died at 30, Bruton- Goop fogeer * Logan, bad Helen's District, Aston Unity, Aston Arms Inn, Frod- Pink, 
liam Rose, ’ ’ sham Bri . ester. by 
—- = ape nag bare aged a -six. Sir W. aaa - vp ea Goon _ Saxanteay Lopes. Philanthropic Institaticn. ang Unity Friendly Pits, © 
of the Rig’ on. Sir George Henry Rose, many years Clerk of the Parlia- ociety, Assembly Room, Hector Inn, Garnfach, Nantyglo, Monmou 
ments, and younger brother of the late Viscount Strathnairn. He was =. a Uniry FRIENDLY Society, Munday Arms Inn, Ilkeston, Pay 
born in 1808, and was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge. He Bs (Gazette, Nov. 24.} Rowe, 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1839. He was SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. per 
for over fifty years connected with the staff of the House of Lords, He | Teves BLUE FRienpiy Society, White Horse Hotel, Congreve st, Birmingham a 4 
first officiated as a clerk in the office of the House in 1833, and he was| Nov19 '@andte, Mov. % Szapit 
reading clerk from 1835 till 1848, when he became clerk-assistant, and in ere j Exa 
eras hey the row é the late Sir John Shaw Lefevre, he was ap- Ta - 
inted Clerk of the Parliaments, and he held that office till his death. Tomi 
embers of the profession who ‘have been en in judicial business CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. Ord 
before the House of Lords will not soon forget the kindness and courtesy Tone. 
always displayed by the deceased. He was created a Civil Knight Com- CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, Totty 
— pad phan : the Bath in 1867, and he was a magistrate for AST DAY OF CLAIM. bbe 
0. a deputy-lieutenant for Buckinghamshire. Sir W. Rose was | Hare, CHartxs, Berkele Bookseller. Dec 16. Hale v Hale, Chitty, J oe 
married in 1856 to the Hon. Sophia Thellusson, second daughter of the | Morgan, Somerset st, ty 2a, Bs ‘ alk: — 
second Lord Rendlesham. ts oom, Clyro, Hereford. Dec 11. Lewis v Prichard, Bacon, V.C. Cheese, 
Tyee, Tou, New Caper, United States, Farmer. Jan 30. Rees vy Thomas, be 
earson. Ana 
Tom, CakEY Jos, Huncote, Leicester, Farmer. Dec 21. Toon v Toon, Pearson, be = 
Beddoe, Hereford Wils 
COURT PAPERS. er Td a 
Co 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. Bagi 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON BIRTHS Bail 
Date. om >< COURT yo. Bacon. Mr. ae Se 18, at 6, Lastem-Gersnee, Notting-hill, W., the wife of x. 
é . . E. Cruickshank, barrister-a' W, OI a son 
Mon., Bev. * Mr. aewten Mr. Clowes Mr. Pugh Mr. Ward Pepe. .—~" 23, at 2, Se yen os rdens, Kensington, the wife of Robert J. Boy 
-» Dec. vie ‘em bert arker, rrister-a' iw, ora i 
pC we “ : } Clowes Pash Ward - —s- a 18, at Denbigh-house, 1 Ealing, the wife of George A. Streeten, ae 
Friday ...... 4 Carrington Clowes Pugh — i: ci alaaami DEATH. But 
Saturday.. 5 Jackson Koe Lavie Pemberton | LAwLEss.—Nov. 20, at 5 ate residence, 13, Upper Temple-street, Dublin, E. B. 15 
Mr. Justice i Lawless, Q.C., aged 67 Chi 
CHITTY. C 
Cox 
1 
Cre 
8 
LONDON GAZETTES. D 
— EI 
THE BANKRUPTOY AOT, 1883. ke 
Fremay, Nov. 20, 1885. Fo 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Fr 
Aleod Jane, Edwardes’ ter, Kensington, Dressmaker. High Court. Pet N 
COMPANIES Ord Nov 17. hy Jan 13 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields pie . 
— Alien, Frank Theophiius Sangeet, ottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. ] 
WINDING-UP NOTICES Pet Nov 18. Ord Novj8. Exam Dec 1 Gi 
Jeu Cunmatin. . Avy, Samson, Fryerning, Essex. Builder. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 18, Ord Nov i 
L ae Sos Guanueey, Exam Dec 7 at 12 at Shirehall, Chelmsford Ge 
a ae FEstini0G oan 13 AND Fiourn MILL Company, LimiTep,—The Vacation Baguley, a, Sears, sa : + SRS. S08 Oh. Gt 
Pree beet yt poag ae deny <p meyer Pky liquldato cane, Pen y Groes nall, Edwin Wolverhampton, Lock Presser. Wolverhampton. Pet Nov 16. 1 
LANCASHIRE STRAM COMPANY, LIMITED-Pearson, J, hos fixed Saturday, Nov | BUr ov 16. Exam Dec . 
2%, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 5 ik ih ~ »3 att ‘Manchester, SG: . DS See 6. Sas See H 
Mine up, Dre up ee: — 7 Cmnroe py - tp? pa — = ie rm ioe a ag Banister, H jerbert Charice, | Bradford, out of business. Bradford. Pet Nov 18. x 
xam Dec 1 
po We eye conden Stapleinn, agents for Walker and Co, Chester, soli- Benson, « John, Crosshills. nr Kildwick, Yorks, Innkeeper. Bradford. Pet Nov 
OTEL ComPany, LimiTED.— 7? for winding up, presented Bexi Aiea ~~ eee ees, Beerh K Huddersfield. m 
Nov 14, directed to be heard before Kay, J.,on Nov 2. Chinery and © Co, Bra- ” Ord Nov 16.” Exam Dec 7 at 11 5 Stn ean PS a a tye Hi 
bant urch st, solicitors for the bat Lad : B 
- outa. Water Reginald, os Aerated Water Manufacturer. Liverpool. ] 
£7: ~ (Basse) 3 2 onve POWER SYNDICATE, my ae ge i + bin me Ur Bev 30. B nw Noy is. Exam Nov 90 at Court House, Government B dys, m 
at ’ y vi 
ov B. Po nm st, Finsbury sq, , Solicitor tor the petitioner aiies Brown, Sydney, Bradford, P Printer. Bradford. Order mode under Section 103. Je 
Lpatep : jesene . Exam 0 
Nov it, Ss nner Boe Ae card before Bacon, V.C., on Nov 2. wiees and Co, Orgese, Frederick, y Aw dy Gloucestershire, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet Nov‘16. 
Ware Catto Gotp Mininc Company, LimiTEep.—Creditors are required, on A. Thonn an ~~ a Mill a 
Dec 10, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of Dec 1 at 11 — 7 Saee, Sanh. PRESETS, Cel er ee Li 
their debta or claims, to Frederick Bertram Smart, 22, Queen st. Thursday 
Dee 17, at 12, is appointed for } ing and adjudicating upon the debte an ys De Frederic Fesie, Bains, Cheshire, Farmer. Stockport. Pet Nov 18. uM 
claims te, Nov. 20,} Duggan, Joes h, "18. Bata Model Lodging House Keeper. Liverpool. Pet 
ASPHALINE Company, Lrurrep,—By an order le by Kay, J —— Nov 14, tt g tg ye 18 Nov 90 at 12 at Court House, Government Bldgs, M 
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ler, H Nottingham, York, out of business. York. Pet Nov 16. Ord 
For is. , Dec i1 -* ae at Guildhall, York 
Frazer, Robert, North 8) ds, Ironmonger. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Nov 17. 
ort Nitta 17. en iiey. 
, William Matthew, Bradford, Teacher of Music. Bradford, Pet Nov 14. 
“Oni Novi4. Exam Deci 
rwill, William. atowen. rd, Islington, Plumber. h Court. Pet Nov 10. 
Oord eet Nov 18. Exam Jan 15 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
oe menart, Halifax, Wire Worker. Halifax. Pet Nov16. Ord Nov 17. 
xam 
Hedy, Richard Weymouth, Dorset, Livery Stable K: = Beeshester. Pet 
Oct 27. Ord Nov 17. Exam Dec 3 at 12.30 at a rches' 
Hughes, Richard, Tref ——. Anglesey, Farmer. gor. Pet Nov 17. Ord 
Nov 17. Exam Dec 14 at 12. 
King, Edward, Cla) —- rd, ‘Wine Merchant. yr Court. Pet Novis. Ord 
Nov 18. Exam Jan 14 at i1 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
ea Feng beg y . Glamorganshire, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Nov 17. 
rd Nov 17 
Baby Joseph, ee “Staffordshire, Tailor. Macclesfield. Pet Nov 16. Ord 
Nov 16. Exam Dec 10 at 1 
McKinley. Patrick, Birkenhead, Furniture Dealer. Birkenhead. Pet Nov 2. 
rd Nov 16. Exam Dec 2 
Meredith, Thomas, Gt Grimsby, Mast Maker. Gt Grimsby.. Pet Novié6. Ord 
Nov 16. Exam Dec 2 at 11 at Townhall y 
Miller, Aubrey, Stockton on Tees, Auctioneer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Novié. Ord Novié. Exam Nov 25 
Parsons, Charles, Southport, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Liverpool. 
Novié. Ord Nov 16. m Nov 30 at 12 at Court house, Government vidas 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
Pink, Priscilla, Bristol, Schoolmistress. Bristol. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16. 
Exam Dec 10 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 
Pitt, George Edward, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Brighton. Pet Nov 18. 
Ord Nov 18. Exam Dec 10 at 12 
Playdon, Sampson, Rristol, Currier. Bristol. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16. Exam 
Dec 10 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 
Rowe, Francis, Tavistock, Devon, Builder. East Stonehouse. Pet Novi7. Ord 
Nov 17. Exam Dec8 at 12 
Steel, John, Leeds, Foreman Dyer. Leeds. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16. Exam 
Dec 1 at 11 
fvapira, Joseph, Brighton, Fruiterer. Brighton. Pet Nov 7. Ord Nov 18 
Exam Dec 10 at 12 
Taylor, Samuel, Newark, Nottinghamshire, late Publican. Nottingham. Pet 
ov 5. Ord Nov 16. Exam Dec 15 
Tomlinson, William Bradford, Coventry, Architect. Coventry. Pet Nov 16. 
Ord Nov 16. Exam Nov 30 
Tong, Joshua, Dewsbury, Yorks, Blanket Maker. Dewsbury. Pet Nov18. Ord 
Novi18. Exam Dec 1 
Totty, Peter, Wilson st, Tle Shopkeeper. Barnsley. Pet Nov 16. Ord 
Novi16. Exam Dec 17 at 11.30 
Trueblood, Moses, Hogsthorpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Nov 18. 
Ord Nov 18. Exam Dec 3 at 2 
Turner, Henry, Leicester, Frame Smith. Leicester. Pet Novi6é. Ord Nov 17. 
Exam Dec 9 at 10 
Ward, George, The Crag, Whitby, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Stockton on 
Tees and DD Aherenah. Pet Nov 16. Ord Novié. Exam Nov 25 
Williams, Edward William, Brighouse, Yorks, Tailor. Halifax. ‘Pet Nov 18. 
Ord Nov 18. Exam Dec 14 
Wilson, John, Workington, Cumberland, Cabinet Maker. Cockermouth and 
Workington. Pet Nov 5. Ord Nov 16. Exam Dec 7 at 3.30 at Court house, 
Cockermouth 
First MEETINGS. 


Bagnall, Edwin, Wolverhampton, Lock Presser. Nov 30 at4. Official Receiver, 
St Peter's close, Wolverhampton 

Bailey, Michael, "Manchester, Grocer. Dec 8 at 8. Official Receiver, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Pon > st, Manchester 

Best, Alfred Huddersfield, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 30 at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, New st, Huddersfield, Yorkshire 

Boyton, John, and Co, Broad st bldgs, Printers. Nov 30 at 12. 38, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

ae, So Bradford, Printer. Nov 27 at 11. Official Receiver, 31, Manor 
row, 

Bubb. Joseph George, Cheltenham, Grocer. Nov 27 at 3.30, Official Receiver, 
15, King st, Gloucester 

Chilton, Thomas, Saunderton, Buckinghamshire, Hay Dealer. Dec 9 at 11. 
County Court Office, Aylesbury 

Cox, James Blatch, and William Benjamin Beynon, Torquay, Ironmongers. Dec 
lat ii. Whitehall chbrs, 25, Colmore row, gham 

Creese, Frederick, Berkeley, Gloucestershire, Parsner. Nov 30 at 3. Charles 
Scott, Berkeley, Gloucestershire 

D’Almaine, Ado phine Victorine, New Bond st, Milliner. Dec 2at12. 33, Carey 
st. Lincoln’s inn 

Ellis. Henry Elford, Hendon, Builder. Nov 27 at 11. 28 and 29, St Swithin’s 


lane 

Fowler, Hugh Nottingham, York, out of business. Nov 27 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, York 

Frazer, Robert, North + Ironmonger. Dec 1 at 2.30. Official Receiver, 
Pink Jane, Newcastle on 

Gaite, William Matthew, Bradford, Teacher of Music. Nov 27 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 31, Manor row, Bradf ord. 

aeons. A Alfred, Yeovil, Somerset, Dairyman. Nov 27 at ii. Official Receiver, 


Gough, Thomas, Smethwick, Staffordshire, Builder. Nov 80 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, Birmingham 
Guthrie, Charles Setcn James Lister, Bolton st, Fioestity, Esquire. Nov 27 at 
ll. Walter, Batiy , Porcugal st, Lincoln’s inn ti 
Hel, Welt Walter, tley, orks, Commission Agent. N 3 ] at 3. Official Receiver, 
k ch 


c iver, Salisbury 
Herderschee, J, Jacobus Gerherdus, Soren at Sisters’ rd, Finsbury pk, Sidi 
Nov 27 at 12. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Hotham, W: illiam Beaumont, Oxford, ‘ll Merchant. Dec 7 at 11.30. Official 
ver, 1, St Ryne ford 
Hudsmith, James Ceananer, | Stretford, nr Manchester, Gentleman. Dec 9 at 11,30. 
Court house, Encombe place, ord 
oel, Jane, Birmingham, Widow. Dec1atii. Official Receiver, Birmingham 
Johnson, kaward, Louth Lincolnshire, Coal Merchant, Nov 30 at 2.30, Official 
Receiver, 3, Haven st, nat Grimsby 
allot, Edward, Manchester, Upholsterer’s Warehouseman,. Dec? at 3. Official 
cei x m, Ogden’s ° s oor Bridge st, Manchester 
Lamas, Josep 2 Staffordshire, Tailor. Nov 27 at 11. Official Receiver, 
| 
McKinley, Patrick Pigkenhend, Furniture Dealer. Dec 2 ati. Official Receiver, 
48, » Hamilton fa, Birk _— ead bath, Iro 
erchant, Ambrose jam, mmonger’s Assistant. Nov 28 at 12. Offi- 
cial Recei iver, Bank chbrs, bristol 





\ 


Lincolnshire, Mast Maker. Nov 30 at il. 


Gam Hardy, Lancashire, Brewer's Agent. Dec 2 at 
ui. oO —74+4 use, — 
oody, John, Bromley, Ken bel, Salford Nov 8 at 3. Official Receiver, 


~ hE 
Norris J —— Eaglescliffe, — ane Fruiterer. Nov 27 at 11. Official Receiver, 
8, Albert 
, Priscilla, B ristol, -~_- ~ Oa Nov 30 at 12.30. Official Receiver, Bank 
chbrs, Bristol 


: Sampson, Bristol, Currier. Nov 30 at 3. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 


_ en See Devon, Builder. Dec 1 at 3. Official Receiver, 18, 

rankfort s' lymouth 

—<_ Thomas. Le ape fg sane ge Lavespocl, Cattle Salesman. Dec 1 at 3. Official 

ver, 35, Vi 
bn Leeds, Dyer. Nov 30 8 30 ne 11. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s chbrs, 
‘ark row , Leeds 
Ta: — Sa Robert, Thorpe St Petes, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Dec 3 at 12.30. Official 
ver, gh st, Boston 

Thomas, Henry, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Nov 28 at 11.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, 17, Hertford s, ea 

a hy - hg ~re. eae Nov 28 at 10.30. Official 

eceiver, 1 ertfo: . Coven’ 

Turner, Henry, Leicester, Frame Smith. Dec 1 at 3. Official Receiver, 28, 
Friar heme, Laless iter 

bi J = Gea am Rowdee, Wilts, Builder. Nov 28 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 

nk chbrs, 

Wildsmith Adres, Batley, Yorks, Stationer. Nov 27 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Bank chbrs, Ba’  f 

Williams, Edward William, Brighouse, Yorks, Tailor. Nov 30at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, Townhall chbrs, Halifax 

The following reich notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 10. 
Sadler, Ambrose Lupus, Pendleb' Lancashire, Tailor. Nov 27 at 3.30. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 


Meee 
cial Revolver, 3, Hs Haven st, gf 
Mopbe Thomas J., Chorlton 





ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bopeel, Be Bata, Wolverhampton, Lock Presser. Wolverhampton. Pet Nov 16. 

Ord 

Bennetts, "Richard, Clando Grocer. Wells. Pet Oct 28. Ord Oct 

Best, » Altres  Heary, Huddersfield, Beerhouse Keeper. ‘Huddersfield. "Pet Nov 
16. ov i7 

7 = Joseph George, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham. Pet Nov 13. Ord 

18 

Bullock, » Gooner Heney, Ot St. ppienhen’s pl, Telegraph st, Stock Broker. High 
Court. Pet 

Cox, Charles, Bodicrce, Ont Orne _ ar Banbury. Pet Oct 28. Ord Nov 16 
De Bensaude, David, Park st, Grosvenor sq. High Court. Pet July 8. Ord 

ov 
Dee. Dorothy, New Bond st, Milliner. High Court. Pet Nov 13. Ord 


Edwards, > Dartoens Chatfield, Devonport, Patent Agent. East Stonehouse. Pet 
Oct 26. r ov 16 
ee. John Read, Birmingham, Builder. Birmingham. Pet Oct 30. Ord 


Fooks, William, § St John’s rd, Upper Holloway, Grocer. High Court. Pet Oct 
Gaite, hd ve Matthew, Bradford, Teacher of Music. Bradford. Pet Nov 14. 
Bore Nor is Robert, Northgate, York, Wireworker. Halifax. Pet Nov 18. Ord 
Soues, ‘Jo “Or Novis Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Walsall. Pet 
Larner, James, rd, Nunhead, Fish Salesman. High Court. Pet Oct 21. 
Mansbridge, Thomas Aldermanbury, Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Sept 3. 
eae. Ambrose William, Bath, Ironmonger’s Assistant. Bath. Pet Nov 14. 


Vv 18 
Miller, ph Stockton on Tees, Auctioneer. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Nov16. Ord Nov 16 
- - John. —— green, Hillingdon, Market Gardener. Windsor. Pet Oct 
Ord Nov 1 


oF permann, Garl Tunstell John, % ‘ec - Sort Nov + - eam Electric Lighting 
Le High Court. Pet Sep ov 
Jane, Penmaenmawr, oa Licemaall Victualler. Bangor. 
Pen Oct 30.’ Ord Nov 17 
Parsons, Charles, Southport, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Liverpool. Pet 
Nov 16. Ord Nov 16 
= George Edward, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Brighton. Pet Nov 18. 
vv 18 
a. Edward, Wiggington, Oxford, Blacksmith. Banbury. Pet Oct5. Ord 


robertson Me Dance, Cambridge pl, Lodging House Keeper. High Court. 

‘et Oct 15, ov 16 

Samuels, William, Manchester, Manufacturers’ Agent. Manchester. Pet Sept 
8. 


George, High st, Hounslow, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Brent- 
ford. Pet Oct 15 is, 3 Nov 17 
Shortis, Thomas, Old Swan, - Liverpool, Cattle Salesman. Liverpool. Pet 
Nov2. Ord Nov 16 
— Mary, Nantgarw, nr Pontypridd, Innkeeper. Pontypridd. Pet Nov 10. 
ov 10 
Steel, John, Leeds, Foreman Dyer. Leeds. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 18 
Stewart, James 2 a se Windermere, Westmorland, Watchmaker. Kendal. 
e ov 
bg ph Samuel, East Ville, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet May 18. Ord 


Trusbiood, _pieoms, Hogsthorpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Nov 18. 


Ord Nov 1 

Ward, (ll The Crag, bs ~ Aerated Water Manufacturer. Stockton on 
Tees and Middlesboroug! Bet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16 

Wharrie, Ward, Otle en ea Leeds. Pet Oct 22. one Moy 


Williams, Thomas, Vverpool, Wheelwright. Liverpool, Pet Oct ON Nov 17 
CATT 
Skinner, William Alfred, Banbury, Gaon, Grocer. Banbury. Adjud Aug 25. 


Annul Nov 18 
TuEspay, Nov. 24, 1885. 
RECEIVING 


0 
Alshages, § Stephen Giien, Freshfield, Lancashire, Grocer. Li Pet Nov 
18, Ord Nov 19, Exam Dec 3 at 11, at Court house, Govmnt bi  vineorin ictoria st, 


ldverpoal 

a yy) Jiesten, Derbyshire, Saddler. Derby. PetNovis. Ord Nov 

Barham, Edward H Hasti' Fruiterer. Pet Nov2i. Ord Nov 
= % enry, jugs, Hastings. ov oO 
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Barker, Thomas Pn Kingston upon Hull, Fruiterer. Kingston upon Hull. 
Rid 19. Exam Dec7 at 2, at Court house, Townhall, Hull 
Northgate, Darlington, Tobacconist. 
piilesborongh. Pet Nov 20. Ord Nov 20. Exam Dec 9 
utler, Patrick, Wells st, Physician. High Court. Nov 20. 20. 
Exam Jan 13 at 11, at 34, Lincoln's inn fields : ee ete 
Carruthers, William, Gambleshby, nr Penrith, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Nov 20. Ord 
Exam Dec 7 at 11.30, at Court house, Carlisle 


8 x ohn, Birmingham, Coachbuilder, Birmingham. Pet Nov 20, Ord Nov 


Pet Novi9. Or 
Boston, Walter, 


Nov 20. 


xam Dec 17 at2 


Clark, William Thomas, Lapworth, Warwickshire, Licensed Victualler. Bir- 
Ord Nov 19. Exam Dec 15 at 2 


mingham Pet Nov 19. 
Davies, Thomas Hancock, Aberavon, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Neath. Pet Nov 


21. Ord Nov 21. Exam Dec1 


Garland, J., Royal rd, Kennington, Cheesemonger. 
Ord Nov 18. Exam Jan 15 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Gooch, Arthur Brooks, Stoney st, Southwark, Potato Dealer. High Court. 


Pet Oct 27. Ord Novis. Exa 


Goodhall, John, Middlesborough, Contractor. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Ord Noy 20. Exam Dec 9 

Gray, James George, British st, Bow rd, Carpenter. Edmonton. Pet Nov 19. 

Ord N Exam Dec 22 at 1, at Court house, Edmonton 

P. Surgeon. Shrewsbury. Pet Nov19. Ord Nov 


borough. Pet Nov 9. 


Nov 19. 


Hannay, John, Lea Cross, Salk 
19. Exum Dec 14, at 12.30, at 
Haskins, J ames, Kingswood, Gloucestershire. Grocer. Bristol. Pet Nov 21. Ord 
Nov 21. Exam Dec 10 at 12, at Guildhall, Bristol 


Hicks, James Creasey, L i ivery S ¢ vi 
ashe, Somes | 7 C camington, Livery Stable Keeper. Warwick. Pet Nov 


Holberry, Joseph, Bilston, 
Wolverhampton. Pet Noy 21. 


Huckvale, James Augustus. 


Court. Pet Nov 21. 


fields 


Jones, Richard, Neath, Glam., Grocer. Neath. Pet Nov 20. Ord Nov20. Exam 
Dec 15 at 10.30, at Townhall, Neath 


Mansbridge, Walter, Isle of Wight, Miller. Newport and Ryde. Pet Nov7. Ord 


Nov 21. Exam Jan 6 


Marriner, William Tyler, Australian avenue, Commercial Traveller. High Court. 
° Exam Jan 14 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Meredith, John Henry, St Leonards on Sea, Lodging House Keeper. Hastings. 
i . Exam Dec 21 
Merritt, John James, High st, Shoreditch, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 6. 
Ord Nov 20. Exam Jan 14 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Mineard, Edwin, Warwick rd, Kensington, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 21. 
ue os me 14 - af at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
1 s Duge, Tranquil vale, Blac ist. ich. Pe 
Oct 30." Ord Now 20, nquil vale. ackheath, Tobacconist. Greenwich. Pet 
Oldfield, sweaee Rates, Leste, Furniture Broker. Leeds. Pet Nov 20. Ord Nov 
ec 15 at 
Owens, Owen, Llanddyfnan, Anglesey, Farm Labourer. Bangor. Pet Nov 19. 
itchn Janie Peek Denies 
c ames Fletcher, Dews y, Yorks i > v ° 
Lome «deep a, at orks, out of business. Dewsbury. Pet 
Sale, Ellen, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Manchester. Pet Nov 19. Ord 
N Exam Dec 10 at 1 
Seward, Tom, Rich st, Limehouse, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet Nov 
Exam Jan 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Shearman, Henry Franklin, Lowfield Heath, nr Reigate, Manager of an Agri- 
Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 19. Exam Dec 10 at 12 
ames, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Baker, Newport and Ryde. Pet Nov9. 
n Exam Jan 6 
Smith, Charles Augustus, 
s ae ~*~, me Nov 19. 
peller, Frederick Gray, Bristol, Commission Merchant. Bristol. Pet Nov 19. 
Ord Nov 19. Exam Dec 10 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol , 


Pet Sept 17. 
Pet Nov 7. 


20. Exam 
Ord Nov 19. 


Nov 20. 


18. Ord Nov 18. 


cultural Agency. Brighton. 


Ji 
Nov 21. 


Si en, 


Alfred 
ourt. Pet Nov 20, 


ds 


fiel 
Te. Reginald 
heltenham. 


Ord Nov 20. 
Ord Nov 21. 


Harry, Aldersgate st, Ostrich Feather Manufacturer. High 
Ord Nov 20, Exam Jan 12 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Edward, Leckh 
Pet Nov 19. 


Ord Nov 19. Exam Dec 14 at 2 


Ward, William Edwin, Notti % Notti v 
co Oel Ban = win, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Nottingham. Pet Nov 


Watson. 


Lee Re ne Loftus in Cleveland, Yorks, Painter. Stockton on Tees and 


Exam Dec 15 


borough. Pet Nov 19. 


Whaite, Frederick Adolphus, Manchester, Dealer in Fine Arts, Manchester. 
Will : a xam Dec 10 at 1 
illis, Frederick, King st, St James’s, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 


Pet Nov 20. 


Ord Nov 20. 


24. Ord Nov 20. Exam Jan 12 


Winslow, Lyttleton Stewart Forbes, ( Javendi ’ 
Pet Ockis) Ord Now in bes, Old Cavendish st, Doctor. 


el 


Wood, William, Brockley, Kent, Ironmonger. Greenwich. Pet Nov 20, Ord 


Nov 20. Exam Dec 18 at 1 


First MEETINGS. 


Alderman, Frank Theophilus Sandland, Nottin 0 
a 160 \ . 2 gham, Grocer. 
Official Receiver, High pavement, Nottingham ; 


Ashford, Edward, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Saddler. Dec 2 at 12. 


St. James’s chbrs, Derby 


Avey, Samson, Fryerning, Essex, Builder. Dec 2 at 11. 
Banister, Herbert Charles, Bradford, out of business. 
ceiver, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
omas, jun, Kingston upon Hull, Fruiterer. 
Incorporated Law Society, Lincoln’s inn buildings, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Beneon, John, Crosshills, nr Kildwick, Yorks, 
Bg er row, Bradfcrd 
p Frederick, and Willi James Pi ( : ‘i 
Watdente Dee tat ac item ames Paston, Gt. Yarmouth, Fish 
Carruthers, William, Gamblesby, nr Pen 


Barker, Th 


ver, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


_Recei 
Curzon, William Deacon, Cowley, Brick Manufacturer. 


ruptcy bldgs, Portugul st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Davies, Thomas Hancock, Aberavon, Glamorganshire, Grocer. 
Rg eo 
; rederick Hastings, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Farmer. Dec 5 
pUtlcial Reomver. Goanty ches, Market pl, Stockport eae eter 
ae > liam chard, svingt a 
Dec2at 2. 33, Car —- 
Coe. Morris 
(7) 


Castle 


xam Dec 15 
Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler’s Manager. 


Ord Nov 21. Exam Jan 15 at 11.30, at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Exam Dec 4 at 1 


Landport, Hampshire, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet 
Exam Dec 7 


ampton, Gloucestershire, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Ord Wer 19. Exam Dec 11 at 12 4 


Walker, David, Washingborough, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Nov 19. 


r Exam Jan 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Witt, James Joseph, and Ann Witt, Connaught st, Hyde 


High Court. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov19. Exam Jan 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


7% mo gy inn 
ris, eapside, Jeweller. 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Stockton on Tees and 


5 at 10.30, at Townhall, Neath 
High Court. Pet Nov 4. 


m Jan 15 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 


hirehall, Shrewsbury 


Ord Nov 21. Exam Dec7 
Fenchurch street, Commission Agent. High 


Ord Nov 19. Exam Dec 9 


at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
High Court. 


pk, Greengrocers. 


Dec 2 at 12 
Official Receiver, 


Shirehall, Chelmsford 
Dectiat 11. Official Re- 


Dec 3 at_11. Hull 
Innkeeper. Dec 7 at 11. Official 
South Quay, Gt. Yarmouth 

rith, Farmer. Dec 7 at 12.30. Official 
Bank- 
Dec 3 at 12, 


Dec 3 at 2, 


North Kensington, Coachbuilder. 
Dec 8 at 12, Bankruptcy bldgs, 








Hampton, Henry, North st, Wandsworth, Carman. Dec 2 at 3. Official Re. 

ceiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
dy, Richard, Weymouth, Dorset, Livery Stable Keeper. Dec 1 at 12.30, 

Antelope Hotel, Dorchester 

Hughes, Richard, Trefdraeth, Anglesey, Farmer. Dec 1 at 11.15. Queen's 
Head Cafe, Bangor : } 

Johnson, Joseph, la Malton, Yorks, Farmer. Dec 2 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 
Scarborough 

Jones, Richard, Neath, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Dec 3 at 10.20. Castle Hotel, 


Neath 

Levette, John W., late 171, Queen Victoria st, Wine Merchant. Dec 2 at 12, 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields : 

Lewis, William, Treherbert, Glamorganshire, Tailor. Dec 1 at 10.30. Official 
Receiver, Merthyr Tydfil 

Milner, Joseph Aldred, Nottingham, Furniture Remover. Dec1 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 1, High pavement, Nottingham } 

Miun, Lewis Duge, Tranquil vale. Blackheath, Tobacconist. Dec 2 at 3. Off- 
cial Receiver. 109, Victoria st, Westminster 

Morgan, F J, West Chapel st, Mayfair, Gent. Dec 2at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields f : 

Oldfield. James Kellett, Leeds, Furniture Broker. Dec4 at 11. Official Receiver, 

dt Andrew’s chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Parsons, Charles. Southport, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Dec 2at3. Official 
Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool ) : 

Phillips, Thomas George, London rd, Printer. Dec 3at 2.133,{Carey st Lincoln’s 
in 


n 

Philpott, Robert, Branham House, Surbiton, Proprietor of a School. Dec 3 at 
3.30. The Griffin Hotel, Kingston on Thames ’ 

Pitt, George Edward, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Dec2 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 89, Bond st, Brighton 

Pleasance, Ernest, Exeter terr, West Hampstead, Watchmaker. Dec 2 at 2 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields , 

Speller, Frederick Gray, Bristol, Commission Merchant. Dec 21 at 12,30. Official 
Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

Stroud, James, Egham, Coachbuilder. Dec 2 at 3.15. Angel and Crown Hotel, 
Staines, Middlesex : 

Cnaaies. Joseph, Brighton, Fruiterer. Dec2at3. Official Receiver, 39, Bond st, 

righton 

Taylor, Samuel, Newark, late Publican. Dec 1at2. Official Receiver, 1, High 
Pavement, Nottingham : : 

Trueblood, Moses, Hogsthorpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Dec 3 at 12.30. Official 
Receiver, 48, High st, Boston 

Wakeham, John Henry, Cardiff, Tailor. 
Crockherbtown. Cardiff 

Walton, Thomas Tredwell, Southwark pk rd, Bermondsey, Grocer. Dec 3 at 11, 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ward, George, Whitby, Yorks, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Dec 1 at ll. 
Official Receiver, 8, Albert rd, Lr oe ge : ! 

Watson, Thomas, Loftus in Cleveland, Yorks, Painter. Dec 1 at 11,30. Official 
Receiver, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Williams, Lewis, and William Joseph Lovegrove, Machynlleth, Montgomery- 
shire, Auctioneers. Dec 4 at 1.30. Townhall, Aberystwith 


Dec 3 at 2.30. Official Receiver, 3, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ay | Sogo Allen, Freshfield, Lancashire, Grocer. Liverpool. Pet Nov 

18. Ord Novi9 

Alderman, Frank Theophilus Sandland, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham, 
Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 20 

Ashford, Edward, Ilkestone, Derbyshire, Saddler. Derby. Pet Nov 18, Ord 


Nov 19 
igetbam, Thomas, Church st, Barnsley, Joiner. Barnsley. Pet Oct 28. Ord 
Nov 20 


Vv 
Boult, Philip Frederick, and William James Paston, Great Yarmouth, Fish 
Merchants. Great Yarmouth. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov 19 
Cates, A , Silvertown, Essex, Engineer. High Court, Pet Oct 7. Ord 
ov 21 
Clayton, David, Frwood, Brecon, Grocer. Newtown. Pet Oct 28. Ord Nov 20 


Crane, Howard James, Felixstowe, Suffolk, out of business. Ipswich. Pet 
Nov 14. Ord Nov 18 


Creese, Frederick, Berkeley, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Gloucestershire. Pet 
Nov 16. Ord Nov 21 
High Oourt. Pet 


D’Almaine, Adolphine Victorine, New Bond st, Milliner. 
Novg. Ord Nov 19 
Deve, Henry, Staple, Kent, Market Gardener. Canterbury. Pet Nov 2. Ord 
ov 20 
Fieldgate pom. Kennington Park rd, Tea Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov 


4, Ord No 


Vv 
ore 2, Robert, Littlethorpe, Leicestershire, Baker. Leicester. Pet Oct 24. 
rd Nov 20 


Gibbons, Alfred, Yeovil, Somerset, Dairyman. Yeovil. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov 21 

Goldie, Archibald, Hereford, Tailor. Hereford. Pet Nov7. Ord Nov 21 

Gray, James George, 21, British st, Bow rd, Carpenter. Edmonton. Pet Nov 
19. Ord Nov 19 


Harrison, Owen, Wilcock rd, Wandsworth rd, Butcher. High Court. Pet Oct 
31. Ord Nov 20 


Haycock, John Edward, Eton, Hatter. Windsor. Pet Oct 22. Ord Nov19 


Heywood, Edward Wigley, Bury, Lancashire, Musical Instrument Seller. Bolton. 

Pet Nov 4. Ord Nov 19 

Hitch, Frederick, Hadlow, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. Trnbridge Wells, Pet 
Nov 3. Ord Nov 19 

Hough, John, Appleton, nr Widnes, Lancashire, Bookseller. Liverpool. Pet 
Nov4. Ord Nov 21 


Johns, John, Colwall, Herefordshire, Carpenter. Worcester. Pet Nov7. Ord 


a 


Nov 19 


Jones, Thomas Richard, Penygroes, Carnarvonshire, Timber Merchant. Bangor. 
Pet Oct 24. Ord Nov 19 


Leonard, Samuel, High st, Feltham, Builder. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Oct 19. 
Ord Nov 20 


Lewis, William, Treherbert, Glamorganshire, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Nov 17. 
Ord Nov 20 

Lomas, Joseph, Leek, Staffordshire, Tailor. Macclesfield. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov19 

McKinley, Patrick, Birkenhead, Furniture Dealer. Birkenhead. Pet Nov 2 
Ord Noy 20 a 

Mitchell, Gdorge E., Eardsley crescent, Earls ct, no occupation. High Court. 
Pet Sept 18, Ord Nov 20 

Milner, Joseph Aldred, Nottingham, Furniture Remover. 

Novi3. Ord Nov 20 


Nixon, John Lumsdon, Plymouth, Ship Agent. East Stonehouse. Pet Nov 5. 
Ord Nov 21 


Owens Swan, Lilanddyfnan, Anglesey, Farm Labourer. Bangor. Pet Nov 19. 
) 


Playdon, Sampson, Bristol, Currier. Bristol. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 20 
Rooke, William, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Liverpool. Pet Sept 9. Urd Nov 20 


Seward, Tom, Rich st, Limehouse, Licensed Victualler. High Qourt, Pet Nov 16. 


Nottingham. Pet 





Al 


oneen, 312 £82 sas Bes. oo 
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fficial Re. Smith, Charles Augustus, Landport, Hants, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet Nov 18. | Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 
d 19 
1 at 12.99, sevens, Richard, Beaufort ter, North End rd, Fulham, Glass Dealer. High o + sea it is requested that application be made direct to the 
t. Pet Jan2i. Or ov 17 i 
Queen's guriociand, William, Keighley, Yorks, Joiner. Bradford. Pet Oct 30. Ord 
Nov 20 ‘ 
| Receiver, jor, Samuel, Newark, Nottinghamshire, late Publican. Nottingham. Pet 
Mord. Ord Nov 2 7 CONTENTS. 
stle Hotel, Turner. Obsries, westing All Saints, Suffolk, Farmer. Bury St Edmunds. Pet 
5 rd Novi —_—_— 
c 2 at 12, yee, Alfred, Folkestone, Dairyman. Canterbury. Pet Nov2. Ord Nov 20 CURRENT TOPIOS ...cccccee sccseseee 71 Borlick v. Head, Wrightson, & 
Vine, Henry William, Eastbourne, Baker. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet July 17. | PossEssion oF TITLE DEEDS ........ 72 | A: Aevecsenvees Sarieee soomeees 
0. Official Ord Nov 20 ; Licgut LEGAL LITERATURE.... --.00 74 CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS : — fa 
Walker. David, Washingborough, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Nov 19. | RECENT DECISIONS .......-+++. osee’ SH} Newman and others v. Wells .. 78 
2. Official Ord Nov 19 R - 4 REVIEWS cc.-ccce-cocccccecsscoce coe 75 | ELECTION LAW:— AY 
Ward, William Edwin, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Nottingham. Pet | CORRESPONDENCE ...ss00 --+0+ ++ cco 8S In the Matter of the Municipal 
it 3. Of. Nov 19. Ord Novy 20 ; } CASES OF THE WEEK :— Elections Act, 1834, Ex parte 
Watson, Thomas, Loftus in Cleveland, Yorks, Painter. Stockton on Tees and Court oF APPEAL :— | i steserceersee vee ceoreee 78 
tey bldgs, Middlesborough. Pet Nov19. Ord Nov19 : Hall-Dare v. Hall-Dare ....... « 75 NEW LEGAL M.P.’S.....0-0.6 seereee 78 
; Wawman, William, Felixstowe, Suffolk, Builder. Ipswich. Pet Oct 9. Ord In re Higgins, Day v. Turnell .. 76 THe Carer OFFICIAL RECEIVZR IN 
Receiver. Nov18 Kilford v. Blayney -.-+0-..se0.. 76 | BANKRUPTOY ON PRIVATE 
¥ Williams, John Hood, Haverfordwest, Watchmaker. Pembroke Dock. Pet HiGH Court oF JUSTICE :— | ARRANGEMENTS «.ce-eee --s00e0% - 79 
Offici Oct 27. Ord Nov 20 : In re Emperor Life Assurance | Law STUDENTS’ JOURNAL «++++0-+++ 80 
; cial Woitowitsch, Gottlieb, Deptford, Kent, Watchmaker. Greenwich. Pet Aug 22. _ Society (Limited) a es = Ts APPOINTMENTS «-cecs «+++ 08 4 
incoln’ Nov 20 OV. Cave -cocee — -- seeee | OBITUARY ---... erercccce socesceeces 
Lincoln’s Wormald, Walter G., Fentiman rd, South Lambeth, Builder. High Court. Pet National Provincial Bank of COURT PAPERS .--ses-seesersessseese 82 
Dec 3: Sept 23. Ord Nov 19 England v. Games .......e++00 77 | COMPANIES --cer-essee --seeee seeee 82 
=e Yorke, Walter, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Oct 22. Ord In re Riddell’s Trusts ... ...... 77 | LONDON GAZETTES, &C., &0, .. «++. 82 
fficial R Nov 26 Harris v. De Pinna ....+-..0+002 77 | 
cial Re. ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. : 
1° 2 at 2 Furness, Rebet, wa nr Accrington, Oil Merchant. Blackburn. Adjud 
’ ts 10, Ann ov 1 ‘ ’ 
. Offick =~ ——___ST==== ——— —— Notices To CoRRESPONDENTS.—.A// communications intended for pubdlicatwn 
; = nay 4 ; nthe SoLictroRs’ JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 
vn Hotel The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ Journat is—Town, 26s. ; Country, | the 221 iter. 
B Ate, ; with the Wanutx Raronran, 58s. Pay ment in advance includes *,* The Publisher requests that early application should be made by persons H 
ond st, Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volum:: | desirous of obtaining back numbers of the SouicttoRs’ JouRNAL, as only a snali i 
,1, High bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. nunber of copies remain on hand ; 4 
Offic: All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must b- The Editor does not hola himsel, responsible for the return of rejected communi - i 
—_ authenticated by the name of the writer. oatvons. i 
seiver, 3, i 
e Sat Il, SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA TRADE MARK. UNTEA RABLE LETTER 
1 at 11 Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. mT 
Officis Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality ' 
fiicial with the excess of fat extracted. 43 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘* the most nutritious, per- 
bgomery- fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or P| 


Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
Pet N all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is fuur 
et Nov times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
i with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 
ingham, Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 


Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made. 


PRICE LIST UPON APPLICATION 














18, Ord to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny,. ——_ -——____—_ 
2s, ond Sameera he ose delicate, geen a ae 
th, Fish In tins at = po yy ly oe ‘Chemists and r. 7 ped dd ok dy hy 2 yet STREET, F 
7. Ord Charities on Special —y by the Sole Proprietor Lu Se ae ae LINCOLN’S INN W.C 
H. Souwzirzzr & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, Ww. ea TTER COPYING BOOKS. ——— a 3 = } 





Nov 20 = SS = 1 





h. Pet Now ready. WIMBLEDON and TEDDINGTON. ie 
EDE AND SON, HE LEGAL and GENERAL DIARY Freehold detached Residences, for occupation. i 


re. Pet 5 pen ll i 

ROBE MAKERS (Thirtyeninth Your) eae Gee ‘shee R. B. A. REEVES is instructed to is 

rt. Pet * | mation. Prices: Ruled with faint lines, with or | 4 SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- } 

2. Ord without cash columns, demy 8vo, superior thick house-yard, on THURSDAY, DEC. 10, 1885, at ONE ; 
. we BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, paper :— o'clock, the following PROPERTIES :— 


2 


et Nov To Her Majesty ,the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the tae d. WIMBLEDON. — Detached Residence, fronting 


ib waitiedin Laos piiphae nae 

















Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 1. Page a day. ve nun ae oe - 6 © | Worple-road (one door off Elm-grove), containi 
Oct 24. mre a, arenes . 2, Ditto (Diary and Calendar only) ... - 4 : four reception and seven bed rooms, bath room, ¢ 
ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER? | 3. ody pues a Com oe. ee 4 0 - offices, and garden. Freehold. With possession.— 
Nov 21 SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 4. ae iary and Calendar only) ... 3 4 Solicitors, Messrs. Gibbs & White, 57, Gracechurch- 
— rp aide sill ms ™ r Nan “na jonaes GR -aaeie- ; 4 ances a and a Esq., Mitre-chambers, Fen- 
te w Wigs an wns for Registrars, Town Cler 8, Siinted and published b son & Barwer, Law | ° urch-street, E.C. ' 
— and Clerks of the Peace, Stationers: Printer nad Bublishers of Law Forms, | TEDDINGTON.—Detached Freehold House, near 
et Oct CORPORSTION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS | at 22, Chancery-lane, W.C. the Gatien, ironing te main Eiguaten-cest ane ' 
“ es ration canes , . _ containing three reception, six bed rooms, &c.; also 
19 ESTABLISHED 1689, Now ready, price 3s. 6d.; free by post for 2s. 9d. each. cies et — — , SS ee 
r <oi . T > 373 to the Coleshill-road by a de of 150ft.—Solicitor, j 
Bolton. 4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. og Mig es By = Rdg ms Hood Barrs, Esq., 12, C ement e-tan, Strand. 4 
s. Pet EW ‘ORIENTAL BANK CORPORA Subjects at the Bar Final.’ By JOHN INDER- The houses may be viewed, and particulars, &c., 3 
. - | MAUR, Solicitor, Author of “ Principles of Common had at the Mart; of the Solicitors; and of the Auc- F 
sl. Pet : TION (LIMITED). | Law,” &c., &c.; being a complete guide to the above .tioneer, Lonsdale-chambers, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 4 
Capital—Authorised, £2,000,000; Paid-up, £500,000. ee ange . . stolen’ sts Ss cts 4 
7, Ord London : 40, Threadneedle-street. ablished by Gro. BarBER, “Law Students’ OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executora, Solici- if 
» BRANCHES and AGENCIES—Edinburgh, Bom. | Jumnal”” Office, 16, Cursitor-street, Chancery-lane, _ tors, &c.-HENRY SOTHERAN & ©O., 36, H 
jangor. y, Calcutta, Madras, Ceylon, Mauritius, Singapore, Second Edition, revised, post Svo, 10s Piccadilly, and 1386, Strand, Second-hand Booksellers, bl 
Ou & Mell’. Kong, Shanghai, Yokohama, Kobe, Nagasaki, NJURIES to the SPINK) and SPINAL | Prepared to PURCHASE LIBRARIES or smaller Fi 
ct 19. eee and Sydney. . ss | a 0 ox a = “.~ {collections of Books, in town or country, and to give 4 
Nov i te e Bank buys and sells Bills of Exchange, makes | = and NERVOUS SHOOK, in their the utmost value in cash. Experienced valuers sent. 
Nov 17. legraphic transfers, issues letters of credit and a iy and Medico-Legal Aspects, By HERBERT Removals without trouble or expense to vendors. : 
notes, forwards bills for collection, and | WM. PAGE, M.C. Cantab., F.R.C.S. Eng., Surgeon Established 1816. 
Nov19 transacts banking and agency business generally. to St. Mary’s Hospital. ania sahcacitsillieadiigdil ; 
Nov 2 coat pirectors ape soestving applications, or 4 per J. & A. CHURCHILL, 11, New Burlington-street. M 
. ntures in sums of £10 and upwards, secure ABA ke A HS ela Rae apa : 
Coutts vg Freehold bank premises in the City of LAY BOOKS.—To the Legal Profession. | INTEMPERANCE. 
Creditors of the old Bank can obtain 8 per cent. —WILDY & SONS, Law Booksellers and Ex- L M A N HIL US ET EA 
1. Pet debentures for the balance of their claims. . open to PURUHASE PAW LIBRARIES ‘ian Or 00 L HO E BR R T, 
Tov 6 ak +. aA. ww small) in Town or Country, Valuations made for 
Nov 6. [T° SOLICITORS and Others. — Lotty | Probate; Partnership, &0.. {iicensed Valuers): a 
Yov 19. Les Jt Wet lighted Offices, and Obambers to be Boske Larue bingy % ae = ——_ = 
onsdale Chambers, 0. 27, Chancery-lane ooks, ports, UW Cc. Ways on 2 . nder . . 
opposite the New Law Courts). Also large, well. | Catalogues gratis. ; iiemech unter Te 48 of OR, for Salt Oy 
Rooms for Meetings, Arbitrations, &c,~: | ESTABLISHED 1830. Terms from £2 2s. per week. 


Nov 20 Apply to Messrs. LAUNDY & Co., Char Y , . “~ ” . 
Tov 18, ants, on the premises, ’ tered Account- | Registered Address " -* ~-gp aaa “* WILDYs, P to the Proprietors, Townsend House, 
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REPORT OF THE DIRECTORS OF 


THE GRESHAM LIFE 


ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


, 


To the Ordinary General Meeting of Shareholders, held on November 17, 1885. 





CHIEF OFFICE: ST. MIL 


DRED’S HOUSE, LONDON. 





’ THE DIRECTORS have now to present their Report on the operations 
of the thirty-seventh financial year of the Society ending June 30, 1885, 
and on the Triennial Valuation of its affairs. 

During the year 7,394 proposals were made to the Society for assuring 
the sum of £2,655,728, and 6,138 policies were issued, assuring an amount 
of £2,136,899. The immediate annuities granted during the year were 
for the yearly payment of £8,606 19s. 9d. 

The income from premiums, after deducting the amount paid for re- 


assurance, was £567,414 13s. 2d., including £78,098 0s. 4d. in premiums | 


for the first year of assurance. 


The balance of the interest account amounted to £149,628 1s. 10d., | 


which, together with the premiums, raised the income of the Society to 
£717,042 15s. for the year. The interest which had become payable, but 
which had not been received at the date of closing the accounts, is included 
in the item of ‘‘ Outstanding Interest and Rent’’ among the Assets. 

The claims made upon the Society and admitted under Life Assurance 
policies were for an amount of £265,581 2s. 3d., whilst the claims under 
policies for Endowments that had matured amounted to £116,769 12s. 7d. 
The sum of £46,317 1s. 9d. was paid for the surrender of policies. 

After providing for these amounts, for the annuities falling due within 
the year, for office expenses, and other charges on the income of the year, 
there remained a balance of £157,798 17s., which augments the fund 


available for the existing policies of the Society. This fund amounted | 


at the end of the financial year to £3,571,300 0s. 9d., which, with the 
amount of £71,281 14s. 1d. reserved for the settlement of claims out- 
standing, for the payment of annuities not applied for, and for other 
purposes specified in the Balance Sheet, makes up the total of Assets 
to £3,642,581 14s. 10d, as shown in the Second Schedule appended to 
this Report. 

The accounts have been duly audited by Mr. Wit1i1am W. Venn (Notary 
Public), a Policy-holder, on behalf of the Policy-holders, and by Mr. 
Joun G. Lapzury (Chartered Accountant), a Shareholder of the Society, 
on the part of the Shareholders. The whole of the securities and docu- 
ments representing the Assets of the Society have been verified, both by 
the Directors and by the Auditors. 

The Directors having reported on the general operations of the Society 
for the financial year, now turn to the subject of the Triennial Valuation 
of the Assurance and Annuity Contracts in force on June 30, 1885. 

The results of the Valuation are fully stated in the Report of the 
Actuary, Mr. Tuos. G. Acxtanp, F.I.A., of which the Directors com- 
municate the following extracts :— 

‘* Bases OF THE VaLuatTion.—(1) Morratiry.—The valuations of the 


Society’s policies have hitherto been based upon the Mortality Tables | 
known as the ‘ Experience of the seventeen British Companies,’ but these | 


tables, which represent the experience of Assured Lives prior to 1838, have 
been entirely superseded by the tables published more recently by the 
Institute of Actuaries, which include the experience of Assured Lives up 


to 1863, and are generally acknowledged to be the best existing exponent | 
I have therefore adopted in the | 


of the mortality among Assured Lives. 
— valuation ‘The Institute of Actuaries’ (Hm) Experience Table.’ 

e valuation is thus conducted upon the most modern and extensive 
data available, while the reserves brought out by the tables adopted are 
eS, zomewhat higher than those brought out by the tables 

itherto adopted. 

‘*The Pure Endowments, which are mostly upon the lives of fyoun 
children, have necessarily been valued by a different table, as the ‘Hm’ 
Table does not contain data under the age cf ten years. I have adopted 
the ‘ Carlisle ’ Table for the valuation of the Pure Endowments. 

**The Immediate Annuities effected prior to December 31, 1883, have 
been valued by the Table of Mortality adopted at former valuations— 
viz., the ‘Seventeen Offices Experience.’ At the above date the published 
rates at which the Society granted Annuities were reconstructed, and 
based upon the experience of Government Annuitants (1860, Male and 
Female). I have therefore employed this table, which brings out a much 
larger reserve, for the valuation of annuities effected since December 31, 
1883. 

‘*(2) InrEREsT.— The rate of interest assumed throughout in the valua- 
tion of the Assurance contracts is 3} per cent., this being a rate which 


may fairly be reckoned upon in the future upon securities of the first | 


class. Any higher rate realized upon investment would, of course, be an 
element of profit. 
‘*The Immediate Annuities have been valued at the rate of 4 per cent., 
which is well within the average rate yielded by the funds of the Society. 
‘The rates of interest actually realized during the past triennium on 
the total funds of the Society (invested and uninvested) have been as 
follows :— ino Per Cent. 


. ° ° ‘ . £4 4 9 
1883-4 ° ° ‘ . . 


42 8 
1884-5 45 9 


| showing an average rate, over the whole period since the last valuation, 
| of £4 4s. 5d. per cent. 
| ‘Cases in Force.—It will be observed that the Society had on ity 
| registers on June 30, 1885, the date of the valuation, 41,927 poli 
assuring, together with bonus additions, the total sum of £15,831,253 
and giving rise to an annual premium income, reduced by application 9 
bonus, of £574,962 2s., exclusive of £4,014 1s. 3d. extra premium for 
| temporary risks, and for lives accepted at an increase on the tabular rates, 
‘*The sums re-assured amounted to £69,298, subject to the yearly pay. 
| ment by the Society of £2,236 3s. 6d. as re-assurance premiums. 
‘Tt will be further observed that at the date of the valuation there 
| were in force 2,180 contracts for Anhuities, amounting to £96,051 12s., of 
| which the yearly sum of £93,652 18s. is now payable by the Society, and 
| the remainder at deferred periods, subject to the payment in the mean- 
| while to the Society of premiums amounting to £606 3s. 3d. per annum. 
|  ** There were also 280 contracts for Deferred Annuities in Italian Rentes, 
involving a future payment by the Society equivalent, with bonus additions, 
to £4,230 16s. per annum, subject to the payment in the meantime to the 
Society of a sum of £2,440 6s. per annum. 

‘‘ ResuLTs OF THE VALUATION.—The liability under the policies in foros 
oe the date of the valuation is shown in the statements appended to this 
| Report. 
| “The difference between the present value of the sums assured and of 
| the net premiums constitutes the amount required for the Assurance Fund 
| or Reserve, which, at the date of the valuation, was determined by mathe- 
| matical calculation at £2,635,012 6s., and is entered in the Balance Sheet 
| at that figure, under the head ‘ Assurance Fund.’ 

‘“‘The present value of the Annuity contracts was, at the date of the 
valuation, £804,093 4s., whilst the present value of the net premium in- 
come to be received by the Society in respect of the Annuities for deferred 
periods was £3,996 8s. The difference in amount between these values, 
£800,096 16s., determines the sum required to be set apart to meet the 
payment of the Annuities as they fall due, and this amount is entered in 
the Balance Sheet under that figure. 

‘“‘The Deferred Annuities in Italian Rentes have been valued as a dis- 
tinct class. The nominal capital of ‘Rentes’ required for this class of 
policies is £17,359, the present value of which is £16,925 16s., and is 
entered for so much in the Balance Sheet. 

‘The General Fund, which ap upon the books of account as 
| available for Assurance Fund, Annuity Fund, and Italian Rentes Annuity 
| Fund, amounts to £3,452,034 18s., constituted as follows :— 


£ i a 
2,635,012 6 0 
800,096 16 0 
16,925 16 0 


. £3,452,034 18 0 





Assurance Fund 
Annuity Fund : 
Italian Rentes Annuity 


Total 


Fund 


‘*Upon reference to the Balance Sheet it will be observed that the 
| available Assets of the Society, after making allowance for the Share 
| Capital and outstanding liabilities, amounted, on June 30 last, to 

£3,549,588 Os. 9d. The total liability under the Assurance and Annuity 

Contracts of the Society at the same date was, as above shown, 
| £3,452,034 18s. The difference between these amounts, £97,553 2s, 9d., 
| represents the Surplus Fund, which is available for distribution amongst 
| the Policy-holders and Shareholders of the Society.’’ 

Acting upon the above Report, the Directors declare as divisible surplus 
| the sum of £96,000, which they recommend for division among the 
| Policy-holders and Shareholders. 
| Eighty per cent. of the amount declared as surplus divisible will, on 
| June 30 next, be apportioned, as usual, to holders of participating policies 
| in force at the date of the Balance Sheet, and will be applied in augmenta- 
| tion of the sums assured. The usual options will be allowed to the Policy- 
holders in selecting the mode in which their bonus may be applied, but 
subject in all respects to the conditions of their contracts, and to the 
regulations of the Society, as stated in the notices to be issued when the 
| requisite calculations in detail shall have been completed by the Ace 
| The Directors retiring on the present occasion are Messrs. H. O. T. 
| BEADNELL, Wri1t1am TuHorNTHWAITE, and Gzorce TyLeR, who, being 
| eligible and willing to serve again, are recommended by the Board to 
| constitute the list for re-election. 

Mr. Venn and Mr. Lapsury retire as auditors, but, being eligible, they 
| again offer themselves for election, the former on behalf of the Policy- 
; holders, and the latter on behalf of the Shareholders. 


| By order of the Board, 
JOSEPH ALLEN, 
Seeretary. 


November 17, 1885. 
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